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FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 
High Holborn, W.Cc. LONDON, 


Very convenient for solicitors and clients visiting 
London. Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors 
from ‘‘ Tube”’ Station. A most comfortable first- 
class hotel for families and gentlemen. Quiet 
bedrooms, with private bath-rooms adjoining, over- 
looking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate tariff; no 
charge for attendance. Best hotel garage in London. 
Telegrams: ‘ Firavtel, London.” 


- amcaiaadaile HOTELS, sahil 
THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 


5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
(with Branches throughout the Kingdom), 
£1,280,000 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL AND RESERVES 
FIRE, LOSS OF PROFITS DUE TO FIRE, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY under 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and independently thereof, ACCIDENT AND 

SICKNESS, and BURGLARY. 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies within 
the United Kingdom. 
No Foreign Business undertaken. 
Manager and Secretary—H. FOSTER CUTLER. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 
THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.OC. 


OPPOSITE THE LAW COURTS. 
REMOVED FROM No. 24 LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


EstTaBLisHED 1853. 
a £400,000 
Debenture Stock a ae sek ren .-- £330,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A.. Actuary and Secretary. 


LEGAL«» GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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SIMPLE AND SECURE. 
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FuNDsS « - £6,317,000. INcoME- £843,000. 
YEARLY Business - £3,000,000. Busrngss IN FoRCE £23,680,000. 
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Current Topics. 


The New Rules as to Lancashire Business. 


THE NEw R.S.C. as to Lancashire business, which were issued 
on the 21st of October last, and which we have already printed 
(ante, p. 12), have been re-issued in identical form under date the 
Ist of December, 1909. They refer, it will be remembered, to 
notice of trial of actions at the Manchester and Liverpool assizes, 
and are intended to make the notice a continuous notice, so that it 
may operate for the next opportunity available for trying the 
action, and not for any particular assizes. This is with a view to 
the Lancashire sittings being made, as far as practicable, con- 
tinuous. The former issue of the rules didnot purport to be an 
issue in draft, but we presume that it has been supposed to have 
had only that effect, and the present issue is probably intended to 
cure any technical invalidity. The new rules are still to be 
known as the R.S.C. (October) 1909. 


The Payment of Death Duties. 

AN OFFICIAL notice, issued by the Treasury to the Estate Duty 
Office, states that it is now proposed to accept death duties—(1) 
at the rates in force prior to the 30th of April, 1909, or (2) at the 
rates set out in the Finance Bill, 1909.. if payment be made at 
the rates in force prior to April, 1909, it will be accepted with- 
out prejudice to the subsequent collection of any additional 
duties which may be imposed with retrospective effect by subse- 
quent legislation. If, on the other hand, payment be made at 
the rates set out in the Finance Bill, 1909, and if these rates do 
not subsequently receive legislative sanction, repayment will be 
made of any sum overpaid. 


The Law Guarantee Disaster. 

THE MAN in the street, who is always ready for a jibe at 
lawyers, is now proclaiming that they are unfitted for the 
management of a large mercantile concern. There may be some 
truth in the suggestion that the lawyer’s daily work does not so 
frequently call for looking ahead and calculation of chances as 
does tnat of the business man, and that the lawyer is inclined to 
keep to old lines. But it is absurd to suppose that a Board of 
Directors specially conversant with mortgages and debentures, 
and comprising men of well-known ability and sagacity, accus- 
tomed in their own practice to carrying through intricate 
commercial arrangements, can have been inefficient managers of 
the concern under ordinary circumstances. The disaster is 
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apparently due, as the chairman in his circular states, to the 
unsound naturé of a large part of the business which the company 
was formed to undertake—namely, the guaranteeing of mortgage 
securities and debentures. As to these, no practicable precau- 
tions can avail against a general “slump” in the value of the 
classes of property comprised in the guarantees. The directors 
might (and it is stated, did) require the trustees’ margin of 
security, but this was utterly ineffectual when the value of 
public-houses and flats generally sank to the present level. 
Guarantee business is not, and cannot, we believe, be founded, 
like insurance business, on actuarial calculation, and it theretore 


contains a speculative element from which ordinary insurance | 


business is free. 


The Defunct Budget Resolutions. 

IT NOW seems to be admitted by the hardiest upholder of the 
legal validity of Ways and Means Resolutions that nothing short 
of an Act of Parliament can compel payment of the extra taxa- 
tion covered by the House of Commons resolutions. Voluntary 
payment of the higher scale of taxation is now invited, and 
apparently this invitation on the part of the Executive is likely 
to be accepted by many bodies of traders. It is hardly likely, 
nevertheless, that some attempt will not be made to get off 
with the minimum payment for the present, and make it difficult 
or impossible for the authorities to recover a higher payment 
subsequently, even with the aid ofa retrospective Act of Parlia- 
ment. There is a threat contained in one utterance of the 
Commissioners for Custom and Excise (see the Zimes, Political 
notes, December 4th) which seems to suggest possible difficulties. 
It is said that, where duty at the higher (and at present unenforce- 
able) rate is not deposited, “ the Commissioners will be obliged 
to impose such further conditions as may be necessary in the 
interests of the Revenue.” Any attempt to “impose further 
conditions ” which are not authorized by statute may very easily 
bring matters to a head with some individual importer or tax- 
payer. The legal right at present of owners of dutiable goods is 
to have these goods handed over to them on payment of the duty 
now required by the law of the land, without any provision for 
earmarking them or their goods with a view to further possible 
taxation in the future. 


The King’s Bench Division Report, 

THE Joint Committee on the King’s Bench Division has made 
a report which is intended to remove the present pressure 
oi business in that division without prejudicing schemes for 
reforming the arrangements for London and provincial business. 
The committee unanimously report that there is at the present 
time a serious congestion of business in the division, and that it 
cannot be satisfactorily dealt with by the appointment of com- 
missioners. They recommend the addition at once of two judges 
to the King’s Bench Division, but the addition is not to be 
permanent until, after further experience, Parliament should so 
decide. To carry out this idea, it is also recommended that 
vacancies subsequently occurring shall remain unfilled until the 
present establishment is reached. Apparently, the intention is 
that the immediate appointment of two judges shall be simply in 
anticipation of the next two vacancies in the High Court, and the 
relief thus afforded might be very temporary in its nature. A 
more sensible course, if the addition is to be temporary only, 
would be not to fill up the additional judgeships when they 
become vacant, though this plan also might prove ineffective in 
consequence of a sudden vacancy. But perhaps it is more 
important to notice that, apparently, no additional appointment 
can be made without recourse to an Act of Parliament, and the 
conditions of appointment will, of course, be carefully considered 
when the necessary Bill is introduced. The original constitution 
of the High Court was defined by section 5 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873. It included the judges of the superior courts whose 
jurisdiction was then transferred to the High Court. Provision 


for additional judges was made by section 18 of the Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act, 1876, and under this an additional judge of the 
Chancery Division—FArwELL, J.—was appointed in 1899, and 
of the King’s Bench Division—Co.erincr, J.—in 1907: Annual 
The powers of this seetion are 


Practice 1910, II., p. 625. 





exhausted. The committee appear to be conscious that their 
first recommendation must take time to be carried into effect, 
for they also “earnestly recommend” that, ‘in the meantime 
and without delay” certain suggested reforms for the better 
organization of business in London and on circuit shall be con- 
sidered. It is not at all likely, but just possible, that these 
| reforms will make the appointment of more judges needless. On 
the whole the report does not appear to be a very business-like 
document, and if we are right in the view that legislation is 
required to give it effect, it will have no immediate influence on 
| the King’s Bench Division. 

Rent Payable to a Receiver. 

AN INTERESTING question as to the legal position of a receiver 
who has been appvinted in a foreclosure action was decided by 
JoYcE, J., in Cox v. Harper (Times, 27th ult.)—namely, whether 
the receiver is entitled to be regarded as “landlord” within 
the meaning of section 1 of the Landlord and Tenant Act, 
1709 (8 Anne, ¢. 14). Under that section, no goods on any 
lands are to be taken in execution unless the execution creditor 
shall, before the removal of the goods, pay to the landlord 
arrears of rent not exceeding one year’s. In the case in question 
a brewery company had, in 1896, underleased a public-house 
| for a long term to one INNOCENT, who forthwith gave a first 
mortgage to Cox for £20,000 and a second mortgage to a 
company for £18,000. INNOCENT became bankrupt in 1901, 
and HARPER was appointed his trustee. The company went 
into possession and put INNOCENT’ son into occupation on a 
short tenancy at a rent of £150 for the house, and £1,250 pay- 
able annually in lieu of goodwill and for the fittings. In March, 
1907, the company obtained judgment against the son for £965 
rent in arrear, and in February, 1909, determined the tenancy 
by a month’s notice. In March, Cox commenced foreclosure 
proceedings against HARPER and the company, and on the 12th 
of that month obtained an order appointing a receiver and 
directing the company to give up possession to the receiver. 
The same day the company caused execution to be levied for 
their judgment debt. The question was, whether the receiver 
was then “landlord” of the premises within the meaning of the 
statute, so as to entitle him to receive a year’s arrears of rent 
before the goods were removed. Where a tenant isin possession, 
it has long been the practice for the order appointing the 
receiver to direct him to attorn to the receiver (Carlisle v. Berkley, 
Ambl. 599), and when this has been done, there is, of course, no 
question as to the receiver being in the position of landlord. 
When, as in the present case, there is no tenant in possession, 
but the previous tenancy has been determined before the appoint- 
ment, the title of the receiver to be regarded as landlord is not 
so clear. But inasmuch as it is a question of arrears of rent 
accrued during the tenancy, and the receiver would clearly have 
become landlord had the tenancy continued, it seems to be the 
natural application of the statute to treat him as landlord for 
the purpose of receiving the arrears. So, accordingly, Joyce, J. 
held, and decided that he was entitled to receive the arrears of 
the £150, but not of the £1,250, the latter sum, though 
reserved nominally as rent, not being a true rent. 


Warning Drivers of Motor-cars. 


JUSTICES who are called upon to determine questions relating 
to the speed of motor-cars may not always agree in their view otf 
the ratio decidendi in Betts v. Stevens, decided by the Divisional 
Court on the 13th of October. In that case it appeared that 
constables were on duty observing, and timing the speed of, motor- 
cars driven along a road, with the object, if necessary, of prose- 
cuting the drivers for a transgression of the law. With this 
object they had measured a certain distance along the road. ‘The 
defendant warned the drivers of cars which were approaching the 
measured distance of the presence of the constables and the pur- 
pose for which they were there. These cars at the time when 
the warning was given were travelling at over twenty miles an 
hour, and the drivers upon receipt of the warning slackened their 
speed and passed through the measured distance at a rate under 
twenty miles an hour. The court held that the defendant, by 








| giving the warning and preventing the constables from obtaining 
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the evidence which might be necessary to procure a conviction, 
had obstructed them in the execution of their duty within the 
meaning of the Prevention of Crimes Amendment Act. We read 
that in a similar case at Dartford a scout in the employment of 
the Automobile Association was summoned for obstructing the 
police in the execution of their duty by warning drivers of cars 
of the presence of constables on the watch. Evidence having 
been given that he gave warning under circumstances similar to 
those in the foregoing case, it was argued on his behalf that in 
order to prove obstruction it was necessary to prove that he had 
warned drivers who were at the time breaking the law, and who, 
because of such warning, escaped the consequences of their illegal 
action. The bench adopted this view and dismissed the case. 
Nothing is said as to the pace at which the cars were going at 
the time when they received the warning, and if it only appeared 
that they slackened their pace upon receiving it, we think that 
the proof of the statutory offence was insufficient. The justices 
might, however, conclude from evidence as to the contrast between 
the speed of the cars before and after the receipt of the warning 
that they had been travelling at an illegal speed. Such a finding 
would, we think, be sufficient evidence of an obstruction of the 
police to warrant a conviction. 


Juvenile Courts in the Metropolis. 

An OrpDER in Council has been made under section 111 (5) 
of the Children Act, 1908, establishing juvenile courts for the 
Metropolis. The separate trial of children is a matter in which 
this country has been hitherto backward, but the Act of last year 
made it compulsory on courts of summary jurisdiction, except 
when a child is charged jointly with an adult, to hear charges 
against children either in a different room or at a different time 
from the ordinary sittings of the court. Persons other than 
those immediately concerned and their legal advisers are not to 
be allowed to attend a juvenile court except by leave of the 
court, but this prohibition does not apply to bond fide represent- 
atives of the press. The Act leaves courts of summary juris- 
diction generally to make their own arrangements for the holding 
of juvenile cuurts, but it recognizes that special power is required 
for this purpose in the Metropolis. Accordingly section 111 (5) 
provides that one or more such courts may be established by 
Order in Council under the Metropolitan Police Acts, 1839 and 
1840, and that various parts of the Metropolitan police court 
district may be assigned to them. This is done by the present 
order, which establishes six juvenile courts—namely, Bow-street, 
Clerkenwell, Tower Bridge, Westminster, Old-street, and Green- 
wich, and assigns to each either two or three police court districts. 
The juvenile courts are to be held on Tuesday and Friday in each 
week, and one of the Metropolitan police magistrates is to 
officiate. It is unfortunate that special magistrates for the work 
are not to be appointed. A welcome relief would thus have been 
afforded to the police magistrates, and two or more men with 
special qualifications for the work could have been selected. We 
hope that this step will be taken before long. Under the Order 
the juvenile courts are to be held in the second court room, if any, 
or in some other room, not the ordinary court, suitable for the 
purpose in the police court building. 


Corporations and Firms. 


WE HAVE before this drawn attention in these columns to the 
well-known distinction, in the eye of the law, between a “ cor- 
poration” and a “ firm,” and the equally well-known confusion 
that exists in the commercial world between these same 
two entities. Both the distinction and the confusion are 
admirably illustrated in the report (see the Times of the 30th 
of November) of the action tried at Birmingham in which 
“ Messrs.” Cadbury Brothers (Limited) are described as plaintiffs, 
and the Standard Newspapers (Limited) as defendants. As a 
matter of fact, not only is the ‘‘ Standard Newspapers (Limited) ” a 
corporation, but ‘ Cadbury Brothers (Limited) ” is also (as indi- 
cated by the word “ limited”) a corporation. Yet throughout 
the opening speech of Mr. Rurus Isaacs the plaintiff corporation 
was treated as a firm or ordinary partnership. For instance, 
‘Messrs. CADBURY were very well known in the manufacturing 
world, and they stood very high in reputation as a firm caring 


for the social welfare of their employés” ; ‘‘ Mr. GEORGE CADBURY, 
who was the head of the firm,” &c. The position of a corporation 
suing for libel is not quite the same as that of an individual or 
a “firm ”—for instance, as stated in a text-book on the sub- 
ject, “not every charge which would be defamatory if made 
against a private individual is necessarily so if made against a 
corporation or company.” When it is said, to take another 
passage from Mr. Rurus Isaacs’ opening, that the charges pub- 
lished in the Standard “had inflicted very great pain on the 
plaintiffs,” the necessity for distinguishing between the corporation 
itself and the members of the corporate body becomes rather 
urgent. It was laid down by Lopss, L.J., in South Hetton Coal 
Co. v. North-Eastern News Association (1894, 1 Q. B. 133), that 
“the words complained of, in order to entitle a corporation or 
company to sue for libel or slander, must injuriously affect the 
corporaticn or company, as distinct from the individuals who 
compose it.” 


Statutes and the Crown. 


THE QUESTION whether the Crown is or is not bound by a 
particular Act of Parliament continues to crop up at pretty 
frequent intervals in the oversea dominions, where many trading 
and industrial operations are carried on by the Government that 
in the United Kingdom are made the business of subjects of the 
Crown. In Kelly v. Hart (1908, 8 State Reports, 272) the ques- 
tion was raised in New South Wales whether the Crown is so far 
exempt from the operation of Acts forbidding Sunday trading as 
to enable the Railway Commissioners and their agents to sell 
refreshments at the railway stations with impunity on Sunday. 
The lessee of the refreshment rooms had sold a packet of cigar- 
ettes to one of the general public, not (so far as the evidence 
went) a traveller by the railway. The Supreme Court held (by 
a majority) that Hart (the lessee) was the agent of the Railway 
Commissioners ; that the Railway Commissioners represented the 
executive government, and that the executive government was in 
modern parlance the Crown, and was not bound by the statutes 
forbidding Sunday trading. Consequently, it was decided that 
no offence had been committed. The dissenting judge thought it 
unnecessary to decide whether the Crown or Executive was or was 
not bound by the statutes against Sunday trading, and considered 
that Hart should have been convicted on the narrow ground 
that the Railway Commissioners could only sell refreshments to 
travellers by train and not to the general public, and no evidence 
had been given to the effect that the sale bad been made to a 
traveller. The case has just been heard on appeal by the 
Judicial Committee (7imes, December 3rd), and, rather unfortu- 
nately, the view of the dissenting judge was adopted, that it was 
unnecessary to decide the question of the Crown being bound or 
otherwise by the statutes. The decision of the New South 
Wales Court was, therefore, reversed, and so far as the court of 
final appeal is concerned, the important question in the case is 
left at large. Considering how often this question does crop up, 
it would seem that the time has come when the old rule should 
be reversed, and that the Crown should be held to be bound by 
a statute in the absence of a contrary intention being expressed in 
the statute itself. 


Methods of Legislation and Foreign Treaties. 


THE LATEST issue of recently enacted statutes contains the 
Workmen’s Compensation (Anglo-French Convention) Act, 1909. 
This Act is an excellent illustration both of some of our methods 
of legislation and of the limited effect of the treaty-making power 
of the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 
The preamble of the Act is: “ Whereas His Majesty the King 
and the President of the French Republic have concluded the 
Convention set out in the schedule to this Act, but effect cannot 
be given to the Convention unless certain modifications are made 
in the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, so far as it applies to 
workmen who are French citizens.” Then section 1 of the Act 
gives power to the King, by Order in Council, to make such 
modifications in the Act of 1906 as may be necessary to give 
effect to the Convention. Section 2 contains the short title of the 
Act. The schedule contains an English version of the Conven- 
tion with France. The Convention itself, by article 5, provides 
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that ratification is not to take place until the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1906, has beensupplemented by further legislation ; 
but even apart from this provision, the Convention could not 
become operative as part of the law of the land unless it were 
enacted by statute that it should so become. In this respect our 
Constitution differs from that of the United States, under which 
treaties with foreign Powers are part of the ordinary law of the 
land. The present Act of 1909 gives indirect effect to the Con- 
vention by authorizing certain modifications to be made in the 
Act of 1906, but these modifications are to be made by means of 
delegated legislation—i.¢. an Order in Council, which will derive 
its efficacy solely from the new Act of 1909. The new Act also, by 
setting out the English version of the Convention, would appear 
to give to this version an authority (so far as British courts are 
concerned) not possessed by the French version. 


The Salaries of Judges in New York. 

A LIVELY controversy has recently arisen in the State of New 
York as to the amount of “compensation” to be paid to the 
judges of the Appellate Division. The Board of Estimate and 
Apportionment having passed a resolution making a substantial 
addition to the salaries of the judges, there was strong evidence 
of disapprobation among the community at large, and the board 
at a subsequent meeting have rescinded their resolution. Mr. 
Justice ScoTT attended at a special meeting of the board, and 
apologized to them for the trouble which had been caused by the 
first resolution, which he said was adopted in deference to his 
own advice. He still retained his opinion that, having regard to 
the number of years which had elapsed since the salaries were 
first adjusted, their amount was insufficient. But he had no wish to 
accept any increase of salary which was regarded as unsatisfactory 
by any considerable number of ratepayers. There would seem, 
therefore, to be no likelihood that the recommendations of Presi- 
dent RoosEVELT in his last message to Congress in favour of an 
increase in the salaries of judges will be adopted in New York. 


A Corporate Body of Students of Law. 

THE STUDENTS of the Faculty of Law in Paris bave summoned 
a meeting to consider whether a corporate association of legal 
students should not be organized for the purpose of defending 
their rights and franchises against the encroachments of the 
Government. The professors constituting the faculty having 
recently given expression in public to their dissatisfaction with 
changes in the scheme of legal education which are contemplated 
by the Government, M. Lyon-Carn, the Dean of the Faculty, 
took part with the Government, and expressed his opinion that 
the interference of the professors was wholly beyond their powers, 
as they were merely functionaries, subject to the control of the 
executive. This action of the dean was regarded with strong 
disapproval by the professors, his colleagues, who refused to vote 
for his reappointment to the office which he had occupied. The 
Government, which had hitherto confirmed the nomination of the 
professors constituting the faculty, reappointed M. Lyon-CaEn 
without regard to the action of his colleagues. The studente, 
whose sympathies are with the professors, think the present 
occasion a favourable one for forming a permanent association for 
the protection of their interests. 


Mrs. Norton and Lord Melbourne. 











THERE HAs just been published a life of Mrs. NorTON which is | 
not without interest to those connected with the legal profession. 
The active part taken by this lady in the amendment of the law 
of husband and wife by which a married woman had no right to | 
maintain an action apart from her husband, and when she | 
separated from him could be deprived of access to her infant | 
children, is nearly forgotten, and the work is a useful reminder of 
the imperfections of laws which existed less than a century ago. | 
The action for damages brought by Mr. NortTON against Lord | 
MELBOURNE, the Prime Minister, in 1836 was wholly unsupported 
by evidence, and was regarded by some persons as a political 
conspiracy. Lord (then Sir JoHN) CAMPBELL, who appeared | 
for the defence, was very proud of his address to the jury, and | 
included it in a collection of his speeches which was afterwards | 
edited by him. We are much surprised to read the following | 





paseage in a letter from Lord MELBOURNE to Mrs. NORTON in the 
same year: ‘All the attorneys I have ever seen have the same 
manners: hard, cold and incredulous, distrustful, sarcastic, 
sneering. They are said to be conversant in the worst part of 
human nature, and with the most discreditable transactions. 
They have so many falsehoods told them that they place 
confidence in none,” Can it be believed that anyone would ven- 
ture upon such an amazing statement at the present day? And, 
whatever changes the lapse of seventy years may have brought 
about, we are not disposed to believe that there was any justifi- 
cation for the words of the Prime Minister with regard to the 
attorneys of his day. 


Liability of a Lessor who has Covenanted to Pay 
Rates. 

THE CASE of Salaman v. Holford (1909, 2 Ch. 64, 602), the de- 
cision in which in the court below we discussed 53 SoLIciToRs’ 
JOURNAL, 689, is one of considerable importance. The facts 
may be shortly stated as follows: A lessor demised a house for 
twenty-one years and covenanted to pay all rates “ now payable 
or hereafter to become payable in respect of the premises.” The 
tenant sublet at a profit rental, and therefore at the next quin- 
quennial valuation the assessment of the premises was raised. It 
was held that the lessor ought to pay the entirety of the rate on 
the new assessment, on the ground that he must have known that 
the assessments on which the rates are levied might probably vary 
from time to time, and that the rise in the assessment had not 
arisen from a change in the structure of the premises—and the 
case was distinguished from Wutson v. Home (7 B. & C. 285), 
Smith v. Humble (15 C. B. 321), and Mansfield v. elf (1908, 1 
K. B. 71), in each of which cases the assessment was increased 
owing to buildings erected by the tenant, and it was held that 
the lessor was only bound to pay the part of the rate or tax 
which was attributable to the unimproved value of the property. 
It appears from these cases that it makes no difference, in the 
case of a building lease, whether the lease is granted before or 
after the buildings were erected. 


Recent Cases on the Licences 
Compensation Charge. 


THE licences compensation fund, established under the Licensing 
Act, 1904, and the charge which produces it, have been the 
subject of several recent decisions, especially as regards the 
incidence of the charge and the right to treat it as an expense 
in making income tax returns. Under section 2 of the Act com- 
pensation is payable in certain cases on non-renewal of a liquor 
licence, the amount to be determined in default of agreement 
by the Inland Revenue Commissioners, subject to appeal to 
the High Court, and to be divided “amongst the persons 
interested in the licensed premises (including the holder of the 
licence) in such shares as may be determined by quarter 
sessions.” Under section 3 the compensation fund is raised out 
of charges imposed by quarter sessions on renewed licences in 
accordance with the rates given in the first schedule to the Act, 
and, by sub-section 3, such deductions from rent as are set out 
in the second schedule may, notwithstanding any agreement to 
the contrary, be made by any licence-holder who pays the 
charge, and also by any person from whose rate a deduction is 
so made. The deductions authorized by the second schedule 
vary from 100 per cent. of the charge when the unexpired term 
does not exceed one year to 1 per cent. when it is sixty years, 
but the amount deducted is in no case to exceed half the rent. 

In Llangattock v. Watney & Co. (reported elsewhere), where 
the Court of Appeal have reversed the decision of A. T. 
LAWRENCE, J. (1909, 2 K. B. 884), the question arose 
whether in making the deduction of the compensation 
from his rent the tenant was to be considered as holding 
only for the unexpired residue of his existing term, or 
whether, if he was also entitled to a reversionary lease to take 
effect at the end of the existing term, with a nominal interval 
of one day interposed, the term of the reversionary lease was to 
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be taken into account. Thus, to take one of the public-houses— 
The Roebuck—in respect of which the question arose, the 
defendants were entitled to an existing lease till 1917, and after 
a day’s interval to a reversionary lease till 1935. The rent was 
£100. In 1908 a compensation charge of £40 was imposed. If 
the existing lease only was taken into account, the unexpired 
term exceeded nine years, but did not exceed ten years, and 
according to the scale, 45 per cent. of the charge, or £18, could 
be deducted. If the reversionary term was added, the unexpired 
term exceeded twenty-five years, but did not exceed thirty years, 
and only 7 per cent., or £2 16s., could be deducted. A. T. 
LAWRENCE, J., looking at the actual interest of the defendants, 
disregarded the technical legal nature of the reversionary lease. 
The intervening day was a mere conveyancing device, and in 
effect they were entitled to possession of the premises till 1935. 
“The word ‘term,’” said the learned judge, “standing by itself 
is not a technical expression. The word has many meanings. 
In this schedule, I think, it refers to the period of time during 
which the interest in the premises of the person making the 
deduction remains unexpired.” Accordingly, he held that the 
defendants were entitled to make a deduction in respect of the 
compensation charge only on the 7 per cent. basis. 

But the Court of Appeal have overruled this attempt to rid 
the construction of the Act of technicalities. The Act, in using 
the word “term,” uses it in its ordinary legal sense, and it is not 
to be extended to include a reversionary right to a term, which 
is not strictly a term, but only an interesse termini. The Master 
of the Rolls pointed out that references to the persons interested 
in the licensed premises were found repeatedly in section 2, which 
dealt with the distiibution of the compensation, but no such 
phrase was used in section 3, which provided for the levying of 
the compensation fund. He referred with approval to a passage 
from the judgment of WALTON, J., in London County Council v. 
Watney, Combe, & Co. (1909, 1 K. B. 637), where it was held that 
the “ unexpired term” was to be reckoned from the 10th of October 
in each year, the date on which the compensation charge is payable 
by the licence-holder. ‘‘ We have not only,” said WALTON, J., 
“to look at the general intention of the Legislature, but at the 
actual words of the Act and schedule, which shew precisely how 
the Legislature has prescribed that its intention shall be carried 
out.” The Legislature, indeed, has not prescribed a system of 
payment of the compensation which will do real justice between the 
persons concerned. In the words of the Master of the Rolls, the 
Act imposed a burden upon persons who could not reap the 
benefit, and did not distribute the burden equally according to 
the benefits received. The schedule might very well have made 
the deduction depend on the substantial interest of the tenant in 
the prensises ; but instead of doing so, it made it depend on the 
length of his unexpired term, and this refers only to his actual 
existing term. 

As above stated, the tenant is allowed by section 3 (3) to 
make the scheduled deduction from his rent ‘‘ notwithstanding 
any agreement ” to the contrary. The effect of these words was 
considered in /Vooler v. North Eastern Breweries (Times, 7th inst.), 
and it was held that they applied equally where the lease was 
made before or after the commencement of the Act. A lease of a 
public-house had been granted in June, 1907, whereby the lessee 
entered into the usual wide covenant for payment of rates and 
taxes and of impositions and outgoings generally. This covenant, 
having regard to the construction which has been adopted in 
regard to covenants of such a nature, would include the licences 
compensation charge, unless the lessor was debarred from varying 
by agreement the incidence of the charge prescribed by statute. 
It was suggested, indeed, in Re Knight (1 Ex. 802), under a local 
Act, that where a rate was imposed half on the landlord and half 
on the tenant, notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary, these 
words applied only to agreements entered into before the Act 
came into operation. But the Divisional Court declined to regard 
this as an authority on the Act of 1904, and, indeed, it seems 
obvious that the decision in Re Knight is opposed to the natural 
meaning of the words. The Legislature has recognized that free- 
dom of contract does not in many cases exist, and this is specially 
apparent in the covenants which lessors frequently exact from 
lessees. When a new public charge is being imposed it is per- 





fectly natural for the Legislature to prescribe how it shall be 
borne, and to forbid attempts on the part of one class to shift 
their share of the burden on to another. This is the intention 
in using the words “ notwithstanding any agreement to the 
contrary,” and they would be largely nullified if their effect was 
confined to agreements made before the commencement of the 
Act. 

The right to make a deduction in respect of the licences 
compensation charge was considered in another connection in 
Smith (Surveyor of Taxes) v. Lion Brewery Co., where the Court 
of Appeal (1909, 2 K. B. 913) reversed the decision of 
CHANNELL, J. (1909, 1 K. B. 711). Here the question arose 
whether the defendant company were entitled to deduct the 
compensation charge on public-houses held by them in estimat- 
ing their profits for the purpose of income tax. CHANNELL, J., 
drew a distinction between expenses incident to carrying on the 
brewery company’s trade of keeping the houses and supplying 
them with beer, and the expenses incident to insurance against 
the loss of the retail trade of the houses. Deduction from profits 
can only be made in respect of money “wholly and exclusively 
laid out or expended for the purposes ” of the trade of the person 
making the return: Income Tax Act, 1842, s. 100, r. 1 applying 
to cases 1 and 2. “ An expense,” said CHANNELL, J., “ that is 
incurred for the purpose of insuring against the loss of the tenant’s 
retail trade at the licensed house, though that loss would in- 
directly affect the wholesale trade of the brewery company, 
cannot be said to be an expense wholly and exclusively incurred 
for the purposes of the company’s trade.” 

CHANNELL, J., did not profess to be certain as to the soundness 
of the somewhat subtle distinction which he set up, and his 
uncertainty is reflected in the divided opinions of the Court of 
Appeal; the majority, however (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and 
FARWELL, L.J., KENNEDY, L.J., diss.), being against him. The 
keeping of tied houses is one of the means adopted by the brewer 
for disposing of his beer, and all the expenses paid in respect of 
the houses are an expense of his trade, “It seems to me,” said 
the Master of the Rolls, “ that every argument which goes to shew 
that the retail seller of beer can deduct what he pays in respect 
of the compensation levy applies with equal force in favour of 
the wholesale seller of beer in respect of what he pays as his 
proportion of the compensation levy.” He had _ previously 
observed that the tenant’s right to deduct his share of the charge 
as an expense of his business was undoubted, and the brewer's 
right is on the same footing. Similarly, FARWELL, L.J., said : 
“The tenant makes his own profit by his retail trade; the 
brewer makes his by his wholesale trade ; the levy must be paid 
by each in his due proportion to enable these profits to be made, 
and out of each set of profits the Crown claims a share and must 
allow proper deductions accordingly.” KENNEDY, L.J., adhered 
to the view taken by CHANNELL, J., upon the grounds, (1) that 
the landlord’s share of the compensation levy was merely a 
deduction from rent, and was not an expense of trade; and (2) 
that it was a premium for insuring the continuance of the retail 
business and not an expense of the wholesale business. But 
apparently the decision of the majority of the Court of Appeal 
grasps the real position of the matter. The brewery company 
only renders itself liable to pay, by submitting to deduction, a 
share of the compensation levy in order to make profits in the 
wholesale trade. It is, accordingly, an expense of the wholesale 
business, and should be treated as such for the purpose of income 
tax. 








-Advancement and Voluntary 
Conveyances. 


Tur Act 27 Eliz. c. 4, avoiding voluntary conveyances, has only 
been amended—not repealed—by the Voluntary Conveyances 
Act, 1893, and a conveyance of “land, tenements or other 
hereditaments” otherwise than for value may still be invalid 
under the Statute of Elizabeth, if not brought within the excep- 
tion created by the Act of 1893, by being proved to be “‘in fact 
made bond fide and without any fraudulent intent.” Thus, many 








114 


THE ‘SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





' Dec. 11, 1909. 








questions that might, before 1893, have been raised under the 
27 Elizabeth, may still be raised in appropriate circumstances. 
One of these questions, whether a purchase of land in the name 
of a wife or child, such as would, if tend fide, constitute an 
advancement, is within the 27 Elizabeth, so as to be defeasible 
in favour of a subsequent purchaser from the donor, seems to be 
still open. 

The last reported case in which this question was raised in the 
English courts seems to be Barton v. Vanheythuysen, which was 
decided in 1853 by Lord HATHERLEY (then Sir W. PAGE Woop) : 
11 Hare, 126. VANHEYTHUYSEN had purchased land which was 
in 1850, by his direction, conveyed to trustees for the benefit of 
his wife and children. He subsequently, in 1851, conveyed all 
his “real and personal estate” to a trustee for the benefit of cer- 
tain creditors. Suits were brought by the creditors to set aside, 
inter ulia, the conveyance to the trustees for the wife and children. 
It was held that the deed of 1851 must prevail against the con- 
veyance of 1850. The Vice-Chancellor dealt with the objection 
to the creditors’ claim, based on the 27 Eliz., as follows: “It 
was first said that the conveyance of . . . 1850 did not vest any 
property in VANHEYTHUYSEN, and that it was not a grant or 
settlement of real estate by him so as to bring the case within 
the provisions of the statute 27 Elizabeth. by which such a con- 
veyence could be subsequently avoided. It was argued that the 
purchase of an estate by a payment in the name of a child was 
not within the statute, and that VANHEYTHUYSEN did not, in this 
case, actually acquire the estate, but that it was, in effect, nothing 
more than giving the money to the wife and children, who by 
that means bought the estate ; and text-writers have questioned 
whether such a purchase would be within the statute. But in the 
present case the conveyance recites that VANHEYTHUYSEN had 
agreed to purchase the estate from the vendor, and thereby 
acquired the equitable interest in the estate ; and the conveyance 
is therefore clearly a conveyance of his equitable interest in this 
estate to volunteers.” 

It will be noticed that the ratio of this decision is that there 
was an actual acquisition of the equitable estate, not that the 
property was purchased “in the name of a child” from the 
Inception of the transaction, so that the position which “ text- 


writers have questioned ” was not really dealt with. The text- 
writer referred to is no doubt Lord St. LEONARDS, who in| 
Vendors and Purchasers (14th ed., at p. 705) says this: “ A pur- 


chase in the name of a child solely or jointly with the parent’s 


purchase in the name of a child, as was drawn by Lord 
HATHERLEY. 

The decision in Barton v. Vanheythuysen has, however, been 
relied on in an Australian case as authority for holding a purchase 
in a wife’s name to be within the 27 Elizabeth, under circum- 
stances which differed in two important respects from those of 
the English case ; see Hubert v. Brown (1895, 16 N.S. W.R. Eq. 
11). Inthat case the husband did enter into a written agree- 
ment for purchase of the land in his own name, and the fact of his 
having been the purchaser originally was not a mere matter of 
inference from recitals in the deed of conveyance. The con- 
veyance, however, differed from the conveyance in Barton 
v. Vanheythuysen in that the husband was not a party to 
it (as he was in the English case), and there was actually 
a recital to the effect that the wife’s trustee, “being possessed of 
certain moneys belonging to the separate estate of ” the wife, 
had contracted with the vendors for the purchase of the land. The 
conveyance was then made to the trustee, subject to the wife’s 
appointment, and in default of appointment to the use of the 
wife in fee. The whole of the purchase-money, however, was in 
fact: paid by the husband. Thirteen years afterwards the husband 
mortgaged the land in fee. It was held by the Supreme Court 
of New South Wales, on appeal, that the subsequent mortgage 
by the husband was valid, and that the case was not to be treated 
as one of advancement, but as a case of voluntary settlement or 
conveyance under the 27 Elizabeth, following Barton v. Vanhey- 
thuysen. The fact that the busband was not a party to tte wife’s 
conveyance, but had verbally directed the conveyance to be made 
to her, was regarded as unimportant. 

Possibly the Australian decision is justified as a logical exten- 
sion of Barton v. Vanheythuysen. But this only shews how 
unsatisfactory is the principle of regarding a mere direction to 
convey the legal ownership as equivalent, for the purposes of 
the 27 Elizabeth, to an actual conveyance of “ land, tenements 
or other hereditaments.” 








Reviews. 
The Port of London. 


Tue Port or Lonpon Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 68). ToGETHER WITH 
THE WATERMEN’S AND LIGHTERMEN’S AMENDMENT ACT, 1859, 
THE WATERMEN’S AND LIGHTERMEN’s Act, 1893, THE THAMES 








name is not. however, within the 27 Eliz.” And again at p. 715: 
“But a purchase in the name of a wife or child is not within 
the Act.” 

The authority relied on by Lord St. LEONARDS is an old case 
of 1635, Lady Gorge’s case, cited in Crisp v. Pratt (Cro. Car. 550). 
There Earl LincoLn purchased a manor in his daughter’s name, | 
“‘and afterwards kept courts and made leases in his own name, | 
and always took the profits, and then sold it to Sir S. Mon- 
TAGUE, and Lady GorGE never questioned it in the lifetime of 
her father, yet it was held in this court, unless there be some 
fraud discovered, it is not within the statute of the 27 Eliz.” | 
The statement of facts is consistent with Earl LincoLn having | 
contracted in his own name for the purchase, though the | 
manor was conveyed to the daughter. There are also two 
cases in Vernon, not referred to by Lord HATHERLEY, where 
purchases of land were made, and the conveyances taken, in 
one case to the husband and wife, in the other to the husband, 
wife, and daughter, the statement of facts in each case being 
consistent with a contract for purchase having originally been 
made by the husband in his own name: see Kingdon v. Brydges | 
(2 Vern. 67), Back v. Andrew (2 Vern. 120). In both these 
cases the purchases were treated as gifts made by way of advance- 
ment to the wife, and the wife and daughter, and the title of the 
latter was upheld, in one case against creditors, in the other 
against a purchaser from the husband. In all three of the cases | 
last cited the father or husband might have been described as | 
taking an equitable estate himself and then disposing of this 
equitable estite in favour of the persons to whom the legal estate 
was conveyed. There appears, therefore, not to be such a sub- 
stantial distinction between the method by which the transaction 
in Barton v. Vanheythuysen was carried out, and an ordinary 








ConsERVANCY ACT, 1894, AND THE THAMES CoNSERVANCY ACT, 
1905, As AMENDED BY THE Port oF Lonpon Act, 1908 ; ALSO A 
SuMMARY OF THE PrincipaL Acts AFFECTING THE CHtEF Dock 
CoMPANIES, TOGETHER WITH THE THAMES CONSERVANCY BYE- 
LAWS, THE WATERMEN’S BYE-LAWS, THE BYE-LAWS OF THE Dock 
CompAnIEs, REGULATIONS OF THE Boarp oF TRADE, &c. By C. A 
MontaGuE Bartow, LL.D., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, Member of 
the Rivers Committee of the London County Council, and W. H. 
Leese, B.A., a Member of the Firm of Freshfields. Effingham 
Wilson ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
This work opens with an account of the Port of London Authori- 
ties prior to the recent Act, and of the other interests connected 
with the port, including a short summary of the history of the Dock 
Companies ; it states the effect of the report of the Royal Comunis 
sion on the subject of the port, which was appointed in 1900, and of 
other suggestions for dealing with the port, including the Thames 
Barrage scheme ; and then it gives a summary of the provisions of 
the Act of 1908. These relate to the constitution and powers of the 
new Port of London Authority, to the transfer to it of the under 
takings of the three leading Dock Companies, and to the regonstitu- 
tion of the Conservators of the Upper Thames. This introductory 
yart comprises matter of interest and utility to the numerous class, 
aw and business, who are concerned in the administration of the 
Act. The text of the Act, which then follows, is extensively 
annotated ; a useful note, for instance, is given on the procedure 
under section 6 of the Act for the compulsory acquisition of land ; 
and numerous incidental] statutes are given in the Appendices. The 
utility of the work is increased by the inclusion of three charts of 
the River Thames within the jurisdiction of the Port Authority. 
Carriage by Railway. 
Tue Law or CarRiaGE BY Rartway. By Henry W. Disney, B.A. 
(Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. Seconp Epition. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 
This work is, the author states, a recasting of notes made by him 
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for lectures delivered at the London School of Economics and Political 
Science to students, nearly all of whom were in railway employment. 
It is thus primarily a work for students and for railway men, and 
it does not attempt an exhaustive statement of the law. But this 
primary scope does not detract from its utility to the practitioner, 
whose purposes are often better served by a work of this kind than 
by a more elaborate treatise, and we are glad to see that a second 
edition has been called for. This has been prepared with special 
reference to professional use ; a number of additional cases have been 
cited ; and chapters have been added on Rates, Facilities, and Prefer- 
ence. The work treats separately of the Carriage of Goods and the 
Carriage of Persons, andin Chapter XIII. there will be found a very 
lucid statement of the nature and incidents of the contract with the 
passenger. By the acceptance of a ticket a passenger enters into a 
contract which is in general quickly executed and at an end ; but 
in exceptional cases he may find that he is faced with serious con- 
sequences by the company reading into the contract conditions which 
were never contemplated by him, but of which the law deems him 
to have notice and by which he is bound. 
collects and states the leading authorities on the question whether 
in varying circumstances the passenger has or has not notice. And 
the book in general explains concisely and clearly the rights and 
liabilities of railway companies and their customers in regard to the 
carriage of passengers and goods. 


Scottish Trials. 

NoTABLE ScotrisH Trrats: THE TRIAL OF JAMES STEWART (THE 
Appin Murper). Edited by Davin N. Mackay, Writer. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited.) 

The latest addition to this interesting series of Scottish cases con- 
tains a tale arising out of the rebellion of 1745. The Campbells 
were Hanoverians, the Stewarts followers of the royal house of that 
name, and the two clans were traditional enemies. Part of the story 
is very like what might have happened any day in Ireland not long 
since. A Campbell was engaged in an Argyll valley in evicting 

Stewart tenants to make room for more loyal persons. He was shot 

from behind a bush on a mountain road in May, 1852. A Stewart 

was (on very good grounds) suspected of this murder, but made his 
escape. Another Stewart was accordingly arrested, and indicted as 
an accessory before the fact. The Duke of Argyll, the head of the 

Campbells, who then held the office of Lord Justice-General of Scot- 

land, took his seat on the bench with the two ordinary Judges at the 

trial, and seems to have controlled the proceedings. Out of a jury 
of fifteen, eleven were Campbells. Is it surprising that on the flim- 
siest evidence the accused was convicted? He was duly hanged, and 
at once stepped into the place of a martyr. Thos2 who desire to 
wo ty every detail of an extremely interesting trial should read this 
00k. 

The Law of the Road. 

Tue Law or THE Roan: BEING A SELECTION OF LEADING AND 
OTHER Cases. By J. Wetts THatcuer and D. H. J. HarTLey, 
M.A. (Cantab.), Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
This work consists of a digest of cases relating to the user of roads 

and tramways, and will be useful to the practitioner in search of an 

authority on the particular point before him. The authors do not 
attempt any general statement of the law, and this would perhaps 
have led them beyond the scope of the book. In general, cases on the 
use of the road depend on the general law of negligence, and the 
principles affecting them are not susceptible of separate treatment. 

About twenty cases illustrate the legal liability of motor-cars and 

their drivers. 





Dogs. 


THE Law AFFECTING Docs AND THEIR 
MARSHALL FREEMAN, Barrister-at-Law. 
Co.; Jordan & Sons. 

The author some time ago wrote a series of articles in a journal on 
the law of dogs. These articles have now been re-written and 
expanded. and adapted to professional use. We have no doubt that 
lawyers who have to deal with any case relating to dogs as such will 
find there all the law on the subject. 


Owners. By WILLIAM 
“Our Dogs” Publishing 








The President of the United States in his Message recommends that 
he should be authorized to appoint a commission to examine the law of 
equity in the procedure of the Federal Courts, with a view to simplify- 
ing and expediting procedure as far as possible, and making it less 
expensive to the litigant of little means. He says :—‘‘ The expedition 
with which business is disposed of both on the civil and criminal side 
of the English Courts under modern rules of procedure makes the delays 
of our Courts seem archaic and barbarous.”’ 


Mr. Disney usefully | 





New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (October), 1909. 
ORDER XXXVI., RULE 17. 
1. Order XXXVL., Rule 17, shali be read as if after the word 
“ Middlesex” the words “Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 
places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct,” were 


inserted. 
ORDER XXXVI, RULE 138. 
2. Order XXXVI., Rule 18, shall be read as if after the word 
“Middlesex” the words “ Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 
places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct,”-were 


inserted. war A . 
ORDER XXXVI, RULE 18a. 
3. Order XXXVL., Rule 18a, is hereby annulled. 
ORDER XXXVI, RULE 20. 

1. Order XXXVI., Rule 20, shall be read as if after the word 
“Middlesex” the words ‘ Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 
places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct,” were 
inserted. 

ORDER XXXVI, RULE 22s. 

5. Order XXXVL, Rule 228, shall be read as if after the word 
“ Middlesex” the words “ Manchester, Liverpool, and such other 
places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct,” were 
inserted. 

6. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(October), 1909, and each rule may be cited separately by the head- 


| ing thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 








Ist December, 1909. 
(Signed) LoreEBuRN, C. 

ALVERSTONE, C.J. 

Hersverp H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 

Joun C. Bienam, P. 

R. J. PARKER, J. 

Wm. H. WInTERBOTHAM. 


Juvenile Courts in the Metropolis. 


At the Court at Sandringham, the 2nd day of December, 1909. 
Present, the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas by the Children Act, 1908, it was, amongst other things, 
ehacted that His Majesty may, by Order in Council under the Metro- 
politan Police Acts, 1839 and 1840, provide for the establishment of 
one or more separate juvenile courts for the Metropolitan police court 
district, and for assigning as a division to each such court such portion 
of that district as may be specified in the Order : 

And whereas by the Metropolitan Police Acts, 1839 and 1840, it 
was, amongst other things, enacted that it shall be lawful for Her 
Majesty, with the advice of Her Privy Council, to alter the number 
of magistrates appointed to any of the police courts, and to order 
that a police magistrate or magistrates shall attend regularly at any 
police court or courts hereafter to be established, either daily or on 
such days or times as Her Majesty, by the advice aforesaid, shall 
order ; 

And whereas by divers Orders in Council made under the said 
Acts, such police court divisions as to His Majesty from time to time 
has seemed fit have been constituted within the Metropolitan police 
district and the extent thereof defined respectively, and such divisions 
have been assigned to each of the police cburts continued or established 
under the said Acts; 

And whereas it is now desirable that juvenile courts should be 
established, and that a portion of the Metropolitan police court dis- 
trict should be assigned as a division to each such court from and 
after the first day of January, one thousand nine hundred and ten; 

His Majesty is pleased, therefore, with the advice of His Privy 
Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered accordingly, that from and 
after the first day of January, one thousand nine hundred and ten, 
juvenile courts shall be established at each of the now existing Metro 
politan police courts mentioned in the first column of the schedule 
following, and that divisions shall be assigned to them as described 
in the second column of the schedule following :- 

Divisions. 
-The divisions for the time being assigned to the 
Bow-street and Marlborough-street police courts. 
2. Clerkenwell.—The divisions for the time being assigned to the 
Clerkenwell and Marylebone police courts. 
3ridge.—The divisions for the time being assigned to the 
Tower Bridge and Lambeth police courts. 
Westminster.—The divisions for the time being assigned to the 


Courts. 
-street.- 


Juvenile 
1. Bow 


3. Towe1 
4 


Westminster, South-Western, and West London 
police courts. 

5. Old-street.—The divisions for the time being assigned to the 
Old-street, Thames, and North London police 
courts. 

6. Greenwich. —The divisions for the time being assigned to th 


Greenwich and Woolwich police courts. 








116 


THE SOLICITORS’ 


JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Dec. 11, 1909. 





























































































And such juvenile courts shall not be held fii connie neues 3 hich #8 I have said—Tom Jones, Mr. Pecksnifi, Mr. Stiggins, or anythi Ig 
the ordinary sittings of tl police court held. but in t , nd court ot that sort ol names that one reads in literature used as types. if 
room (if any), or 1 me othe 1 8 | the purpose in the think that any reaso1 able person would think that, as is 
police court buildin ionable at all. If, on the other hand, you do not think that, but 
é k that people would suppose it to mean some real person—those 
And His Maj plea c ac foresaid, to did not know the plaintiff, of course, would not know who the 
order, and it ‘ raerec ‘ t said Juvenile ja] person was, but those who did k:.cw of the existence of the pl 
courts shall be d aieirteae q = ; 22 id that tiff would think that it was the plaintifi—then the action is maint 
one of the mag ted c I px ts sn ble, d subject to such damages you think, in the circumsta1 
attend the said : 40CE are fair and right to give the plaintiff.’’ His lordship saw no 
in the after senna “ ee eee oe secretary direction in that passage. The damages were certainly heavy, 
of State for thi 4 ided é ud he thought their lordships ought to remember two thin The t 
in pursuance O pt ; . tmas vas that the jury were ntitled to think, in the absence of pi 
Di: Vy, Good Frida I ppollr t put KSY tisfactory to them and tney were entirely the judges of it 
ing, may be held ing a FirzRox me ingredient of recklessness entered into the writing and publis 
ng ofr the rt le espe ly as Mr. Jones had bee 5 ed ( 
—_ _ - ery iewspaper, and as his 1 e is well known in he distri 
vhich the paper circulated. he second place the jury wer P 
CASES CF THE WEEK titled to say that this kind of article was a kind of article which 
at d i ‘ 4 sis . to be condemned. There is no kind of tribunal more l, or! 
my to decide, in regard ations—especially publi: t 
I »ss—whether they bore ump and character which « 
House of Lords. a eee a cee fae Wt a cee ee f 
the licence of the Pres s not fairly used, and that the tone i 
T. A. JONES E. HULTON & CO. (LIM.). 3rd to 6th D tyle of the article, and of the libel in question, was 01 whicl f 
rel bl and oug! to be ked it was fol ! jury t t 
LipeEL—ARTICLI I LVE} h hought t the damages wer gl 
vy ARTICLI | I PERSON this « e€ was not prepared to advise their lordshi to int é f 
I NG ¢ 1 OSED TO specially as the Court of Appe did not dea! with the tior H 
POINT AT THI vO 2 ( RNING THEI on that ground to order a ne i ¢ 
uanews Di Lord ArkrNson concurred. He thought that the judgment of | 
os nae canpiaitioe Sag ees ell, L.J., put the case or true grounds. 
alleged defame / i] ed in the ment delivered from the wools 
one of fact f ! Vatlol that had fallen from Lord A ns 
Decision of the \) | , ( J Farwe i the opini f Farwell, 4 
L.J., Mouiton, Cpe 25 7 R ) it he « y col rred with t L { 
ie | dont s Ss < n opinion tha ¢ 
Appeal DS ei a | Lord \lvers ‘ no in tl s g 
publishers of the ( on « ( in the ¢ ,' Appeal said : I ; 
ol Appeal aisn : re ether the t t libel ipon $ 
judgment or new trial 1 n action Tor tries efore ¢ nnell, J. ' the | ind mv judgme! s ues 
and a special jury at the Manchester Assiz I d libel onky the langu used ! 
contained in an P le arv meal | defamato1 
which purported ( r-Ca eae Gteeeai tein tha ould be understood | ‘ P 
Races. Incider PS 2 : him to refer to the plaintiff.” The learned | so re 
scene of ‘* Arten Jo! d de sion cited in Odgers n Libel, where Abbot \ S 
who must be 1 } i é ming . to the jury said The auestion for vou ‘ 
this person unde1 P het} 1 think the 13] lesigt ] 
ham. Mr. Ai J be fad = ho knew hit 's 
Peckham and t L, aid lie. vt ke nck nenoneney that the I : 
alleged that the f nds libel s sufficient if those who know tl t t i 
upon him. The ! t IS tg ie icine. weacnek: The , the t ; 
not intended té l d on the defend \ded_ to é ; 
following discli It pie ’ a : a tiff f he did 
seems hardly ne ) J Artemus = justifi ae cay hn Lana . lated to injure hir mus 
Jones referred ( i I n Artemus Jones least civillv be responsible r the consequences, althoug! inte! 
barrister, but, | pul this» have been to have injured totally different person th | 
paragraph in order to r dit nd t pl intiff, and he had writte hat he had written in levity. As 1 
satisly Mr. hon Art J teve i rded civil liability only, eemed to him that the thorities laid 
referring to him. At t : I nt t do 1 three propositions. In the first place, there wa espons 
£1,750 damages The defendar I t of | on the defendant for the words used ing taken to sigi } 
law, the plaintiff 1a 4 Imitted i é truth of the es der would reasonandly inderstand by them. I ne sé 
the defendants’ cement © no : th the publicat place, there was responsibility for t name used 1] take 
of the article il € pat , t t writel signify the person named: and, i the tl a pla ¢ I prin 
or publisher vw nm ‘ I pearit tne was appli ible to all persons and mes to whom tl | atior 
name of or kno te! J b y n | description applied He demurred to the obse t de t 
the fact that the publi i the a ( l f, be ise D Bar a +] 2 that the nril novel to é f Ey ‘ 4 
reason of the adm I plaintiff could not plead t the defama- | ,,. 4 ail of any country with It v d 
tory words were t 1 publi : a , himseil to suggest that what was meant must tory if 
Lord Loresurn, C., in n ng the appe should | lismissed, said gg ording to what age ter a : 
that in his opinion t pp Faile \ é I d to the ie & ecie the article The ques the 1 5 
law of libel had beer sed by M N : vl 5 ippellants themselves mean Appeal dismissed n Craig, K f 
counsel, which mn plan hin be entitled the support vith him Rufus Isaac me nd H defendants; 
of their lordships \ libel tortio t What did the tort con- | ¢4,,], n Hewett (Lush, K.C., with hi SOLICITORS 
sist of ¢ In using langu : une : in ircumstances, Lew d ] wis; Nicol, son & Jones, i ’ Radcliffe. 
would reasonably thi to be defama the person complained P : 
of being injured by it A 1 : defend him pr a m [Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
charge of libel savil that |! ! ed, I I mind not P P 
to defame the mpl ng of being injured by the libel. By 
publishing the libel, he had imputed somethir disgraceful of the 
plaintiff, who had none t less cat to mplain because the dé © t f App l 
fendant said that he did it unintentionally An od faith our O Cal. 
might publish a libel believing it to be true: it mig] be found 
by a se that he acted in good faith believing it ie Seen. ame LLANGATTOCE v. WATHEY, a REID, & CO. (LIM.). 
that at the time he made the statement he had a reasonable ground for me, 3. Om How: 


believing it to be true. but 
circumstances 
was suggested that ther 
himself he could 
laid down the law 


such 


dict must turn 


that, in fact, tl statement 
he could not successfully defend tl 
is a misdirection by the learne 

none. The learned judge, in st 


as follows :—‘‘ The real point on 
ought or ought 


not 


reading this article to think that it was some imaginary 





sensible and reas 


false. In 
1e action It 
l jud e. For 


ming up, had 





ver- 
ymnable people 
such 


n your 


person, 


LICENSING—COMPENSATION CHARGE—I1 
PIRED TERM ’ 


c. 23) s. 3 (3) ano Scuepvte Il. 


The words ‘‘ unexpired term’ 
1904, are words of art to which their 
he given in the absence o} qualifying 


in Se 


-~REVERSIONARY LEASE—LICENSING ACT, 


JYEDUCTION FROM 





Act 
ordinary legal meaning ought to 


hedule II. to the 


Lice nsing 


context. They refer only to the 
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the pi 
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imstances 
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it include the term of a rever- 
one after the expiration of 


and do n 
the day next but 


teri of 
sionary lease to commence 
the existing tenancy. 


an existing tenancy, 


, J. (reported 53 Soricrrors’ 
The facts are stated in the 
f T ws :—This is a special 
case stated by consent of parties to determine a question 

hich has arisen between as to the true construction of 
a provision of the Licensing Act, 1904. The plaintiff is the owner and 
the defendants are the lessees, with sub-tenants in actual possession, 
of two licensed houses known as the Queen and the Roebuck. The 


Appeal from a decision of 
JovrgnaL, 699; 1909, 2 K. 


judgment in the court 
J 





lease of the Queen expires upon the 25th of December, 1909; the lease | 


of the Roebuck expires on the 25th of December, 1917. 
August, 1895, reversionary leases of both houses were in consideration 
of certain premiums granted by the plaintiff to the defendants, com- 
mencing in each case on the day next but one after the expiration of 
existing lease. Under the Licensing Act, 1904, a compensation 
e has been imposed by the court of quarter sessions of £30 in 
f the licence of the Queen, and of £40 in respect of the 
licence of the Roebuck. A quarter’s rent of each house is now 
from the defendants to the plaintiff. The defendants seek to make 
deductions from the rents in respect of these compensation charges. 
It is not disputed that they are entitled to do so by virtue of section 3, 
t tion (3). The question in dispute is as to the amount 

The fend | that for this purpose their interest 
*s should be ignored and regard be had 
original leases only. 
the defendants’ view prevails is very con 





larg 


respect of 








so to be 


sul at 
deducted. defendants contend th: 
under the reversionary | 
to their interest under t 


amount to be deducted if 





siderable, as according to the plaintiff's contention it is limited to 7 
per cent. of the charge, whereas the defendants make it 88 per cent. 


charge and 45 per cent. of the other. A. T. Lawrence, J. 
expired term’’ in the schedule merely meant 
the period of time during which a person had the power to occupy 
licensed premises by himself or his tenants, and so enjoy the benefits 
licence. In his lordship’s opinion the defendants were persons 
interested in the licensed premises for the pe iod of the and 
ionary leases. H I therefore, that the plaintiff’s conten 


{ the one 


v ol opinion that 


ot the 





present 








revers 
tion was correct, and gave judgment for the plaintiff with costs. The 
defendants appealed. 

THe Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FiLercHer Movuiton and 


FARWELL, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R., id he had come t 


decision of A. T. Lawre e, J., could not 





the conclusion that the 


be supported. The question 





arose under the Licensi Act, 1904. The scheme of the Act was first of 
ali to imp se what alled a c mpensation levy upon licensed 
houses, and provided fund by means of that compensation levy. 

ovided for tl iode in which that compensation fund was to 
be distributed and for the persons who were to share it; but his 


lordship was quite unable to find any ich general intent within the 








four corners of the Act as to say that any and every person who, 
if the particular houses in question had i their licences withdrawn, 
ld have been interested the premises and entitled to share in 


burden of the 


that at all. 


hare the 
to find 


vas bound to com- 


The 


the compensation fund 
pensation levy. His lordship was uni 





phrase ‘‘ persons interested ’’ in the licensed premises was to be found 
repeatedly in sectio1 which dealt with distribution, but not in 
section 3, which provided for the levying of the compensation fund. 
The question in the } case was whether Messrs. Watney were 





residue of the lease unde 
ve considered for the purposes 


for a term ofeyears composed of the 


t 


e considered simply 
ch they were no in } 
of the Act as holding 





residue of the term of tl inal lease plus the full term of the 
reversionary lease. No the second schedule there was no context 
hich could justify the court in saying that there was any general 
overriding intent, and his lordship desired to adopt the language of 
Walton, J., in the case of the London County Council v. Watney, 
Combe, Reid & Co. (1909, 1 K. B. 637): ‘* We have not only to look 


at the general intention of the Legislature, but at the actual words 
the Act I vhich shew precisely how the Legislature 


and schedule, 





has prescribed that its intention shall be carried out.” How could 
the court say that the defendants had a lease for the entirety of th 
two terms? Of course, in law they had not. His lordship did not 
attach much weight to the intervention of one day, although it was 
not to be disregarded, but the reversionary lease was nothing more 
than an inferexse tern If the first lease were forfeited the second 


lease would not become an interest in possession till the proper time, 
and inasmuch as payments made by the occupying tenant were to be 
deducted from the payable by the occupying tenant, it would 

vrong to construe these words, which were words of art, in a 
loose way. The Act imposed a burden upon persons who could not 
reap the benefit and did not distribute the burden equally according 
His lordship based his decision upon the 

rds in the schedule being words of art which, in the absence of 
context, ought to have their proper legal meaning given to them. 
With great respect, therefore, he thought that the decision of A. T. 
Lawrence, J.. was wrong. and must be reversed. 


rent 


to the benefits received. 


FLercHer Movutton and Farwett, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the 
same effect.—CounseLt, Acland, K.C., and Bruce Williamson; Mae- 
K.C., and Ryde Soricirors, A. H. Macpherson; Johnson, 
Long & Co. 


morran, 


[Reported by J. I. Srirtine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


| 
| 


| 
| 
! 
| 


On the 2nd of | 


due | 


The difference in the | 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


NEW YORK AND CONTINENTAL LINE. Swinfen Eady, J. 
23rd Nov. 

1862—JurRIsDICTION TO Wind Up FOREIGN 

NOT MORE THAN SEVEN MEMBERS. 
Under the Ce mpanie s Act, 1862, the 

wind up @ foreign ul registered company not consisting 

members. 

Bowling’s Contract (1895, 1 Ch. 663) followed. 

Quere, Secus under the C¢ nsolidation) Act, 


Companies ACT, Ux- 
REGISTERED COMPANY 
Court has no jurisdiction to 
of more than 
seven 
mpanies (¢ 1908. 

The short point of law raised by this petition, which had been pre- 
sented before the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, came into 
operation, was whether the court had jurisdiction under section 199 

the Act of 1862 to wind up an unregistered foreign company not 
onsisting of more than seven members. Section 199 is as follows : 

Subject as hereinafter mentioned, any partnership, association, 
mpany . . . consisting of more than seven members, and not registered 
under this Act and hereinafter included under the term unregistered 

mpany, may be wound up under the provisions of this Act.” 
I sections of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 


he corresponding 


1908, are sections 267 and 268, the material parts of which are as 
follow Section 267, ‘‘the expression ‘unregistered company ° 
| shall not include . . . but, save as aforesaid, shall include any 
partnership, association, or company consisting of more than seven 
members.”’ Section 268 (1) * Subject to the provisi ms of this 





d up unde 


part of this Act, any unregistered company may be wour 
this Act.” It is, provided by section 287 of the same 
Act that ‘‘the provisions of this Act with respect to winding-up shall 
not apply to any company of which the winding-up has commenced 
before the commencement of this Act ‘ and, for the purposes 
of the winding-up, the Act or Acts under which the winding-up com- 
menced shall be deemed to remain in full force.’’ The decision, there- 

fore, related solely to the construction of the Act of 1862. 
SwinrEn Eapy, J., decided that the court had no jurisdiction to wind 
I ompany on the present petition, which was presented on the 
1th of March of this year, when the 1862 Act was in operation. His 
yrrdship stated that it had been established by evidence that the com 
iny was a foreign incorporated company, and that the plaintiff, a 
creditor who could not get paid, if there were no technical objection, 
would be entitled to a winding up order. His lordship, however, held 
on the evidence that there had only been shown to be six members of the 
ompany. He held himself bound, therefore, having regard to the de 
of the Court of Appeal in to say that 
he had no jurisdiction to wind up the company on the present petition. 
His lordship dismissed the petition, but added that it was open to the 
another petition, which would fall to be deter- 
under the new Act. In his lordship’s view, as at present 
much to be said for the construction of that Act 
which the petitioners set up.—Counser, for the petitioners, ( ens- 
for creditors supporting, Polt; for the company, A. C. Clause 

Smith; R. Hudson. 


-ERCY T. 


howevy er, 





up the 


ision 


Bowting’s C'ontract (supra), 


petitioner to present 
mined I 
rdvised, there was 
Ha dy ry mn. 
Soticirors, C. J. 

Reported by CARDEN, Barrister-at-Law 


Novy. 
EXPERT— 


30th 


Re CLARENCE HOTEL, ILFRACOMBE (LIM.). Eve, J. 
HANDWRITING—OPANION OF PERSON NOT AN 
28 & 29 Vict. c. 18, s. 7 

The iqnature of a tiv 
evidence otf a person who is not an 
has received document written by the 


EVIDENCI 


prove d by the 


who 


nsferor to a transfer may he 
handwrit nq, but 


whore 


expert im 
person qnature is im 
question. 

This was an action for a declaration that a mortgage debenture for 
£2,000 issued in favour of G. by the defendant company constituted 
a first charge upon the property of the company. The plaintiffs 
tendered in evidence a document purporting to be transfer by G., 
for valuable consideration received, of the amount secured thereby, 
under her hand and al, and exec uted in the presence of an attesting 
witness. The plaint who had received letters from G., 
was asked whether in his opinion the signature to the deed of transfer 
vas genuine and in the handwriting of G. Objection was taken, that 
idence, not being that of an expert in handwriting or the 
evidence, was not admissible. G. 
available. Counsel 
to Doe d. Mudd v. 





s solic itor, 





best 
present in court, 
referred to 28 & 
Suckermore (5 A. & E. 


his e\ 
available 
and the attesting 
29 Vict. c 18, s. 7, 
703, 750, 739). 

Eve. J.. held that the evidence of the opinion of one who in the 
ordinary course received documents purporting to be written by the 
person whose signature was in question was admissible, and the 
objection must be disallowed.—Counsex, Jessel, K.C., and H. Dobb; 
Schiller: Ward Coldridge; Ernest Cockle. Sorrcrrors, Pe rey Hasel- 
dine: Petch d& Co., for Crosse, Day, & South Molton; 
W. B. Glasier; E. Carr. 

[Reported by 8S. E. Writtams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


was 
witness was 


and 


Wyatt, 


KNOWLES v. MORGAN. Eve, J. 6th Dec. 


SpeciaL Power oF APPOINTMENT—APPOINTMENT ON CONDITION 
-BARGAIN—FRAUD ON PoweER. 


PoweER 


A lady had power under her marriage settlement to appoint to one 
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of her children 
had two children, a 


or more 


She 














exclusively 


] 








»t the 


son and a daughter. 


othe or ¢ 


and she 





‘ai j 


whole property to the daughter o ndition that the dauahte ettlec 
the property as to one moiety on h elf and her ci ai ( te 
the other moie ty on the vite. and children 
Held. that the appointment was a fraud uj} the pou 

This was an action for a declarati that deed poll executed 
in pursuance of a power of appointment s a fraud upon the power 
and ought to be set asid: By a set t made on the mart age of 
Mrs. Knowles certain property was col ed to trustees upon trust 
for Mrs. Knowles for life and deat upon trust for all 
or such one or more children exclusive of ot] thers of 
Mis. Knowles at such time o1 su shares 1 proportions 
if more than one and subject or not execute ther trusts 
or limitations over for tl enefit of t lren ; or one < 
them with such provisions f¢ eir mainte education, or advance 
ment, at the discretion of the trustees 1 upon sucl onditions 
and in such manner as Mrs. Knowles, whether covert sole, should 
by any deed or deeds, or by will o1 d lirect or appoint, and i1 
default of any such ntment trust ich children or child 
of Mrs. Knowles who beir sons sl ild he age of twentv-one 
years, or being daughté should attai ige or m under that 
age, il equal shares [ f " ss I t hildren 
only, namely, the plaintiff, Harry Kno S, Kr le who 
in September, 1890, married the defendar H I By a deed 
poll dated the 15th of M 1901, M wl purporting to 
exercise the power of appointment given to her by her marriag 
settlement, irrevocably directed and appointed that from and after he 
death the trust property yuld nd be held or Mrs 
Morgan, her heirs, executors, administ rs d assigns, absolutely 
for her sole and separate us¢ By tlement of the 16th of May, 1901, 
Mrs. Morgan conveyed and assigned the trust property upon trust 
as to one moiety for Mrs. Morgan for ] nd after her death upon 
trust for her children, and in default of children in trust for Mrs. 
Morgan absolutely. And tl ‘ ty upon trust in the 
absolute discretion of the trustees from tir » time during the life 
of the plaintiff, or dm shorter pe lL, all « i part of 
the income, and to pay apply any pat tl pital the benefit 
of all or any one or more to the exclus f the othe r otners ot 
the following persons, namel\ the plair ite, d children, and 
subject to such discretionary trust up rusts upon which th 
income would be held if the plaintiff were dead, d fter his death 
upon trust for hi di d B ( dated the 
17th of May. 1901, Mrs. Knowl ( rme ne dee poll, and died 
on the 6th of Decembe 190 Tl p i vho is a_ bachelor, 
alleged that the appolr t made | f reed |} iS Made in 
pursuance of a bargain tween Mrs. K d Mi Morgan that 
she, Mis. Knowles, yuld int tl t property to Mrs. Morgan. 
to the exclusion of the plaintiff, upon cond t she uuld re-settle 
the same in the manne) I nh it Ss Ss ed by t deed of the 
16th of May, 1901. The plaintiff tl ( med tl the deed poll 
was void, and that a moiety of the ti property was vested in him 
The principal cases cited were Salmon Gibbs (8 De G. & S. 343), 
Birley v. Birley 25 Bea 199), Portl { l phar i ee. ks ©..2e 
Pryoi v. Pryor (2 D. J. & S. 205 Re 7 ne Ch. D. 205). 

Ever, J.—The issue it tic uises the iestion ether deed 
poll is valid or whether it is 1d by Ye n of the circumstances sul 
rounding its execution, and in particular having regard to the resettle 
ment of the property by the appoi [In my opi , if the issue 
fell to be determined by the docume1 lone, it would be impossible 
to come to any other conclusion th he documents formed one 
indivisible transaction, and tl the ay I d appointee combined 
to appoint the property to persons othe objects of the powe1 
So holding the court d ly ade I re | 1 been a fraud 
upon the power. But the documenta evider vas ipplemented by 
oral testimony, and the question hich I } to de d is whether, 
having regard to the oral testimony ision to be drawn from 
the documentary evider ght or wrong. Mrs. K les, though 
careful about mone inable to resist the impo 














tunities of her son, she spent more than she could 
afford, and in April, ed mortif on of having 
a cheque dishonoured. sed her mu worry and 
anxiety, and she consul d her husband, whom she 
expressed a wish that 1e ( found for put t out of her 
power to accede to the plaintiff’s 1 ests. His lord p then dealt 
with the evidence addu ed by the defendants to shew that there was 
no bargain or arrangement between the parties. and continued I am 
unable to credit the defendants’ evidence t is not necessary to say 
that they deliberately stated vas untrue Mar vitnesses fail 
to recognise the distinction between fact 1 fan Y, and they mix 
fancies and facts till the fancies become to them realised facts. I am 
quite satisfied that Mrs. Knowles would ne have appointed the pro 
perty to her daughter unless she had been con ed that her daughter 
would re-settle the property. think, therefore, the present case is 
brought within the principle of the : ted, and I must make a 
declaration that the deed poll is invalid and void, and that the pro 
perty belongs to the two children in equal moieties.—CounseL,—P. C. 
Lawrence, K.C., and £7 Ll; Jessel, K.t Tomlin; Andrea 
Uthwatt. Soricrrors, Grubb & Ty ht ritcha ’nale 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


EILBECK. Lx parte THE TRUSTEES OF THE GOOD INTENT 
LODGE, No. 978, OF THE GRAND UNITED ORDER OF ODD- 
FELLOWS. Phillimore, J. 29th Nov. 


BANKRUPTCY—PREFERENTIAL DEBT—FRIENDLY SOCIETY 
f DEBT DUE TO IETY—RIGHT 0} 
FERENTIAL PAYMENT—PREFERENTIAL PAYMENTS IN 


Re 


BANKRUPTCY Of 
SOCIETY TO PRr 
BANKRUPTCY A 


LEASURER sor 








1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 62), s. SUB-SECTION 1—FRIENDLY SOCIETIES 
Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vicr. c. 25), s. 35. 
Section 35 of the Friendly Societie {ct, 1896, p des 
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f any officer o ty he 
Oot his office 


bankruptcy 
mm by virtue 


j «registered socte wing 


the death ‘ 
i? rly belonging t 


his possessi 
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any money or prope 




















the iety,”’ the trustees of the society are ent tled to be paid ich 
money in preference to any other debt or claim against such office) 
estate, 

Held. that the above section applied in a case where bankrupt h 
ceased to be an officer of the xo iety some time before he became 
hani. upt, but had not hand over the money in h ] f mm as such 
officer to the trustees of the iet 

special ise referred to the H gh Court under sectio \7 b-section 3, 

f the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, by his Honour Judge Steavenson, judge ot 
the County Court of Cumbs nd, hoiden at Whitehaven. The facts 
stated in the special case were as follow -The bankrupt had been trea 
surer of the Good Intent Lodge, No. 978, of Oddfellows, at Gosforth, 
Cumberland, from which office he retired on the 26th of December, 19 
Che balance-sheet at the end of the year shewed that the bankrupt 
should have had in hand the sum of £200 Os. 5d. belonging to t 
society, but he failed to pay this over, and on the 16th of Februai 
1909, a receiving order was made against him on his petition, he 

is idjudged bankrupt, ind the Official Receiver b me trustee 1 
the bankruptcy. The trustees of the lodge then claimed from th 
Official Receiver the sum owing to them by the banl t, and relied ir 
support of their claim on section 35 of the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, 
which provides as follows ‘*(1) In the following cases—namely 
upon the death or bankruptcy of any officer o registered society 
branch having in his possession by virtue of his offic y money 01 
property belonging to the society or branch; or (4 any execution, 
attachment, or other process is issued, or action or diligence raised 
against any such officer or against his property, his heirs, executors, <¢ 
administrators, or trustee in bankruptcy, or the sheriff or other pers 
executing the process, 01 the party using the action or dil gence respe 
tively, shall upon demand in writi of the trustees r the s¢ iety 
branch, or of any two of them, or of any person authorized by t 
society 01 branch, 01 by the committee thereof, to make the demand 
pay the money, and deliver over the property to the trustees of th: 
s( iety or branch in preference to any other debt o1 laim against the 
state of the officer. 2) In this section the expression ‘ bankruptcy 
shall include liquidation of a debtor’s affairs by arrangement in Eng 
land, bonorum of a debtor in Scotland, and a petition for arrange 


on ‘trustee in banl 





ment with creditors in Ireland; and the expres 


ruptcy ’ shall include a judicial factor in Scotla 
Lreland. Chi claim was opposed by the Offi 
ground that the bankrupt was an officer of the 
vhen he became bankrupt. for the trustees of the 
mitted that the ‘upon the death or bankruptcy of any officer 
hould be construed to mean upon the death or bankrupt Vv persor 
has ‘been an officer. The court should construe the Act so as to 
protect the privileges of friendly societies : Re Miller, LV The 
Official Receiver (41 W. R. 243, 1893, 1 Q. B. 327), Re Welch, Ex part: 
the West Oddfellows Society (42 W. R. 320), and Re Marriott, 
Voors v. Marriott (26 W. R. 626, 7 Ch. D. 543). Co r the Official 
Receiver contended that the time for adjudging the rights of the parties 
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the time 
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words 
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parte 
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tn 





upon the death or bankruptcy of an officer, and pointed out 
section 34 of the Friendly Societies Act, which deals th the transfe1 
stock standing in the names of dead or bankrupt trustees, contair 
the specifi words, “‘A person being ol having bee trustee of a 
registered so iety,”’ and that the intention of the Act I section 


34 should apply to ex-officers, but section 35 should not PHILLIMORE, 
J., pointed out that the Friendly So Act (4 & 5 Will. 4 12 
‘* having in his hands or possession by 


ieties 


extended to any person virtue of 


nis said office or employment any moneys o1 effects bel neging to su 

society.’’ and that later legislation probably did not intend to curtail 
the privileges T Friendly Societies. In the present ise the total 
estate of the bankrupt has only realised £187, so that if the trustees 





eed there will be nothing left for any other credit 
PHILLIMORE, J.—In this case I shall follow the reasoning of Lindley 
L.J., in Re Miller (supra), which was a decision on 15 of the 
Friendly Societies Act, 18 which is practically the sai is sectior 
35 of the Act of 1896. The whole difficulty arises f, 
shortening of section 23 of the Friendly Societies Act, 


su 


the incautious 





1855, which was 


perpetrated when enacting section 15 of the Act of 1875 Under section 
23 of the Act of 1855 no doubt could have arisen, but the language 


he present section does afford ground for argument H ever, it has 
never been the intention of the legislature to diminish the privile ces 
Friendly Societies, therefore if doubtful words are found in later Acts 
the court should not construe them as taking awnav nrivileges 
lier Acts. Although in the present case the officer had re 
bankrupt, I think he must 
who, nevertheless, remains a trustee 


anted I 





tired before 


he became be treated as a trustee wl 


but untal he has 


retired, 
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over all the trust property in his hands and obtained his quietus. The 
trustees of the society must succeed in their application, but the order 
thereon must be limited to the £187 in the hands of the Official Re- 
ceiver, which is said to form the whole of the bankrupt’s estate. Appli- 
cation allowed.—CounseL, Hume Williams, K.C., and Archihald Rrown; 
Hansell. Souicrrors, Blyth, Dutton, Hartley, & Blyth; The Solicitor 
to the Board of Trade. 
[Reported by P. MM. 





Francke, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

WAIN +. WAIN AND EVES (THE KING’S PROCTOR SHEWING 
CAUSE). Bargrave Deane, J. 6th Dec. 
DrvorcE—ADULTEROUS PETITIONER—INTERVENTION BY KING’s PROCTOR 

—MarrimoniaL Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict., c. 85), s. 31— 

DecREE RESCINDED. 

The court will not exercise its discretion in favour of a petitioner who 
has himself committed adultery, notwithstanding the fact that his wife 
may have condoned the offence. 

Intervention by the King’s Proctor. It appeared that George Albert 
Wain married his wife, Clara Wain, on the 11th of October, 1886, and 
that they lived together in Derbyshire and Colorado, U.S.A. Wain filed 
a petition for divorce on the 25th of September, 1908, alleging adultery 
of his wife with the co-respondent Eves. A decree nisi was pronounced 
on the 11th of January last, the suit being undefended. The King’s 

Proctor’s plea alleged that certain material facts had not been brought 
to the knowledge of the court, and that the petitioner had himself been 
guilty of adultery. In his answer the petitioner denied certain acts of 
adultery, and pleaded that prior to the 27th of June, 1902, both he and 
the respondent had been guilty of adultery, but had agreed to forgive 
and condone the same, and had resumed cohabitation on that date. 
With this exception the petitioner pleaded that all material facts relat- 
ing to his conduct had been brought before the court, and that it was 
only due to his lack of knowledge of the necessity and importance of 
acquainting his solicitor with those facts that they were not proved on 
the hearing of his petition. The petitioner asked the court to exercise 
its discretion in his favour. The King’s Proctor pleaded that the 
petitioner’s plea was not an answer in law. The parties, it appeared, 
went to Colorado in 1891, Wain returning in March and his wife in 
October of that year. The petitioner and respondent lived apart, the 
former going to reside in the same house as a Mrs. Morley for eighteen 
months from 1892. In 1895 he returned and lived with Mrs. Morley 
till her death in November, 1901. In 1902 the respondent, who had 
lived with another man not Eves, resumed cohabitation with the peti- 
tioner. The respondent, in answer to the court, alleged that want of 
means prevented her defending the petitioner’s suit. Counsel for the 
petitioner submitted that if the petitioner’s cohabitation with Mrs. Mor- 
ley had been disclosed to the court it would not amount to a ‘“‘ material 
fact’ within Hunter v. Hunter (53 W. R. 666; 1905, P. 217), having 
regard to the subsequent condonation of his conduct by the respondent. 
If the fact of the cohabitation had been brought to the notice of the 
court it would not have influenced it to refuse to exercise its discretion 
in the petitioner’s favour. [BAaRGRAVE Deane, J., referred to Butler v. 
Butler (38 W. R. 390, 15 P. D. 66).] The facts in Rosenz v. Rosenz 
and Joster (53 Soticitors’ JourNAL, 400, and 54 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, 
13) were almost on all fours with those in the present case. 
[BarGRave Deane, J.—The decree in that case appears to have heen 
obtained by fraud, and has been rescinded. In the case of Anichini v. 
Anichini (2 Curt. 210) the court said : ‘* Though difficult and dangerous 
to attempt to lay down any general rule, the court could not go the 
length of saying that the adultery of the husband, followed by condona- 
tion, would debar him from a remedy against his wife under any cir- 
cumstances which could be supposed.’’] In Clarke v. Clarke (13 W. R 
848, 34 L. J.-P. & M. 94) it was said that ‘‘a case, however, might 
arise where a husband many years before his wife’s adultery might 
have fallen a victim to some sudden impulse, and have committed an 
act of adultery which was followed by long cohabitation with his wife, 
and in such a case the court might hold that he was entitled to relief, 
notwithstanding his adultery.”’ 

Barcrave Deane, J., said that in Clarke v. Clarke (supra) only one 
act of adultery was referred to, but in the present case the petitioner, 
Wain, had lived with Mrs. Morley for several years. The wife had 
condoned that adultery, and that made a difference as between the 
parties, but not when they were before the court. The condonation did 
not affect his (the learned judge’s) mind. It was advantageous to the 
public that adultery of the kind committed by the petitioner should 

debar him from relief. The decree nisi would be rescinded, the petition 
dismissed, and the petitioner condemned in the costs of the King’s 
Proctor.—CounseL, Barnard, K.C., and 7. D. Lawrance; Woolf and 
Lynch.  Soricrrors, The King’s Proctor; Lanfear, Tanner d& Mac- 
kenzie, for Dunicliffe, Barton. 
[Reported by Diesr Cores-Preepr, Barrister-at-Law.] 








A smoking concert was held in aid of the Royal Courts of Justice 
Sick and Provident Fund on Monday evening at the Portman Rooms. 
Mr. Justice Warrington occupied the chair, and Mr. Harvey Murphy 
the vice-chair. 


Societies. 
The Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on Thursday, the 2nd inst., Mr. J. E. W. Rider in the 
chair. The other directors present were: Mr. S. J. Daw, Mr. P. W. 
Chandler, Mr. R. J. Pead, Mr. A. Toovey, Mr. Mark Waters, and the 
secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £85 was voted for the relief of 
deserving applicants, one new member was elected, and other general 
business was transacted. 


The King’s Bench Division 
Committee’s Report. 


The following is the report by the Joint Select Committee on the 
High Court of Justice (King’s Bench Division) :— 

Report by the Select Committee appointed to join with a Committee 
of the House of Commons to consider the subject of the High Court 
of Justice (King’s Bench Division). 

Ordered fo report : 

That the Committee have met and examined numerous witnesses, 
and have given much consideration to the subject referred to them. 

The Committee have unanimously come to the following conclusions, 
viz. :— 

(1) They are satisfied that there is at the present time a serious 
congestion of business in the King’s Bench Division of the High 
Court : 

(2) They are of opinion that this state of things cannot satisfactorily 
be dealt with by the appointment of Commissioners : 

(3) They recommend the addition at once of two judges to the 
King’s Bench Division, but do not recommend that this addition to the 
establishment should be permanent, unless, after further experience, 
Parliament should so decide. They therefore recommend that the 
provision for these additional judges should be made in the first 
instance on the footing that vacancies subsequently occurring should 
remain unfilled, unless the express sanction of Parliament is given, 
until the present establishment is again reached. 

(4) The Committee earnestly recommend that, in the meantime, and 
without delay, certain reforms, which have been suggested to them 
for the better organization of business in London and on circuit, 
should be considered with a view to such of them as are found to 
be practicable and desirable being carried into effect. 

And the Committee have directed the Minutes of Evidence and Pro- 
ceedings with Appendices to be laid before your lordships. 

















Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Joun CuHartes Brooxuouse, of Queen’s House, 8 & 9, Queen- 
street, Cheapside, E.C., solicitor and commissioner for oaths, has been 
appointed a Commissioner of Deeds for the State of Indiana, U.S.A., 
with powers for the Kingdom of England. 

Mr. Frank T. BicHam, barrister-at-law, has been appointed to succeed 
Mr. Bullock as Chief Constable in the Criminal Investigation Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. H. Y. Srancer, K.C., M.P., has been appointed Recorder of 
Nottingham, in the place of the Hon. Sir E. Chandos Leigh, K.C.B., 
K.C., resigned. : 

Mr. CHartes Fet1x Patmer has been appointed Recorder of Rich- 
mond, Yorkshire, in the place of Mr. W. N. Lawson, resigned. 

Mr. PemsBroke Scorr Stepuens, K.C., has been elected Treasurer of 
the Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-inn for the ensuing year, in suc- 
cession to the Right Hon. the Master of the Rolls. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Henry Revert Reynotps, Rosert Puipps Hornsey, and WALTER 
Pearse Hewett, solicitors (Reynolds, Hornby, & Hewett), 5, Bedford- 
row, London. Sept. 17. The said Robert Phipps Hornby and Walter 
Pearse Hewett will continue to practise at 5, Bedford-row aforesaid ; 
the said Henry Revell Reynolds will also continue to practise on_his 
own account at the said address. [Gazette, Dec. 3. 





Information Required. 


Rr Grorcr Rosrnson SHarpe.—George Robinson Sharpe, Esquire, of 
180, Piccadilly, W., and the East India Club, St. James’s-square, 8.W., 
formerly District and Sessions Judge in South Malabar, India, who died 
on the 25th November, 1909. Any person having in his possession a 
will of the above-named George Robinson Sharpe is requested to com- 
municate with Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland, 2, Princes-street, 
Storey’s-gate, Westminster.—Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland, solicitors 





for and on behalf of the late Mr. G. R. Sharpe’s representatives. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Dec. 11, 1909. 








General. 


; At Westminster last week, says the Zimes, Mr. Troutbeck held an 
inquest on the body of Mr. William Henry Stallard, a solicitor, of 
Hanover-square, who occupied chambers in Gray’s-inn-place, Holborn. 
The evidence showed that at 10.30 p.m. on the 26th of November Mr. 
Stallard, while crossing from Hanover-st to a refuge in the centre 


reet 


of Hanover-square was knocked down by a motor-cab. Three of Mr. 
Stallard’s ribs were broken and one of the lungs was lacerated. Trau- 
matic pneumonia set in, and he died on Wednesday. The jury returned 
a verdict of ‘‘ Accidental death,”’ and exonerated the driver from blame. 

One grave defect in the administration of the criminal law has not 
been remedied, says a writer in the Globe, though several of Mr. 
Asquith’s colleagues condemned it st ngly before they took office. We 
refer to the long detention of accused persons before trial at the 
Assizes. Of this evil—for which the long and irregular intervals be 
tween the Assizes are responsible—two striking instances have occurred 
within the past few days. A man was tried at Leeds for murdering his 
wife on the 18th of July, and a woman was tried at Guildford for 


murdering her illegitimate child on the 22nd of July, and both these 
prisoners, after having a charge of murder hanging over their heads fon 


four months, found ‘It frequently happens,”’ 


innocent. 


were to be 


Lord Loreburn, then Sir R. T. Reid, once remarked in the House of 
Commons, ‘‘ that a person who has been kept in prison for two, three, 
or even four months is found not guilty. It is perfectly shocking that 
such a state of things should exist.’ The sh cking st te or things has, 


unfortunately, not been removed 


Important results are, respondent of the 7'imes 
anticipated from the law regulating the position of judicial officials, 


SaVvs the Athens co 





which received the final sanction of the Chamber on the 1st inst. All 
the higher functionaries now receive security of tenure for three 
years, and justices of the peace for two years. Of the officials serving 
in Athens, a third will be transferred elsewhere every year in orde1 
of seniority, with the exception, of course, of the judges of the Areo 


pagus, or Court of Cassation. The supervision of the whole personnel of 
the judicial system is entrusted to a council of nine higher judges elected 
annually, which will decide upon the appointment, and 
dismissal of functionaries, the Minister of Justice being bound to act 


transference, 


in conformity with its proposals. The new measure practically 
liberates judicial officials from the tyranny of the Parliamentary 
oligarchy. Although appoint ‘d for life the e functionaries were in 
reality at the mercy of the Deputies of their respective districts, who 
were accustomed to put pressure on the Government for their trans 
ference should they manifest any signs of independence. Taken in 


connection with the extension of the constituencies which has 
been voted, and the new the Chamber, 
now passed will tend not only to the purification of justice, 


the extinction of the corrupt rule of these pol 


already 
the law 
but to 


rules of procedure in 
oliticians 


Mr. Justice Bigham presided, on Saturday, at the annual dinner 


of the Leeds Law Students’ Society. In proposing the toast of the 
society, says the 7'imes, which, he said, was one of the largest and 
best of the kind in the country, he drew a. contrast between the law 
as administered in England and that as administered in France, re 
marking that our prisoners were in far the happier position. In the 


last 40 years the changes in the Criminal Law had been far-reaching. 
There was the new law by which a prisoner gave evidence on his own 
behalf, and as to this, as the 7'imes had recently remarked, ‘‘ No one 
expects a prisoner to tell the truth.’’ Consequently, the evidence of 
a prisoner was worthless. When a poor man ‘re his evidence no 
one listened to him, not even the counsel who put him into the box. 
It would be far better to treat the prisoner the same way as any other 
witness. Let him be cross-examined A prisoner might do his best in 
the witness-box, but his best might do him harm. He thought the Act 
was not really of great benefit. There was next an Act in the interest 
of the Bar by which a prisoner if he liked could have counsel to 
defend him. But that man was best de fended who was not defended 
at all, and when the judge took up the advocacy for the prisoner it 
was absolutely fatal to the prosecution. In this connection he recalled 
an incident at Stafford of a prisoner looking down on the white wigs 
below the dock, and, asked whether he would be defended by one of 
them he replied emphatically, ‘‘No.’’ He defended himself, and did 
it very well. The third change in the Criminal Law was the Court of 
Appeal, and that had been worked quite admirably, thanks to the 
Lord Chief Justice, who had taken the Court into his hands. 
Cases which now came before this Court formerly went before a most 
excellent tribunal, the Home Office, which frequently did better justice 
than was possible for a Court limited by the rules of evidence to-day. 
There was now, in reference to the Court of Appeal, no provision for 
a new trial. If a man was guilty he ought to be punished, and ought 


yave 


own 


not to be allowed to escape. There was an old maxim that no man 
should be put on trial twice for the same offence, but a better maxim 
was that he who commits crime should be punished. He was glad 
to think that punishment was meted out to prisoners with far less 
severity and cruelty than in days gone by, and that was not because 
there was any alteration of the law in recent times, but because of 


the change in the sentiment of the people, which was reflected in the 
sentences of the judges. People had learnt that harsh punishments 
lost their effect. This change of sentiment he welcomed, for he 
thought it had a wonderful effect in mitigating the sufferings of those 
poor men who were brought up. 


The death 1s announced of Mr. Adolph Beck, whose wrongs led to 
the agitation which resulted in the passing of the Criminal Apneal Act 
It will be remembered that a Committee was appointed by the Home 
Office to investigate all the facts, and this body, consisting of the 
Master of the Rolls, Sir John Edge, and Sir Spencer Walpole completely 


| exonerated Mr. Beck from any of the charges made against him, and 











found that he had been convicted on evidence from which everything 
that told, or might be thought to tell, in his favour was excluded. 


Before the prorogation of Parliament, the Royal Assent was given 
to the following Bills :—Housing and Town Planning, Asylum Officers 
Superannuation, Irish Land, Revenue, Development and Road In 
provement Fund, Isle of Man Customs, Expiring Laws Continua 

and Assurance Companies. It is stated that during the session t 

following Acts have been passed, viz. :—Appropriation, Army Annual, 
Assistant Postmaster-General, Assurance Companies, Board of Trad 
Cinematograph, Colonial Naval Defence, Consolidated Fund (No. 1), 
Consolidated Fund (No. 2), County Councils Mortgages, Customs and 
Inland Revenue, Development and Road Improvement Funds, Diseases 
of Animals, Education (Administrative Provisions), Electric Lighting 
Acts Amendment, Expiring Laws Continuance, Fisheries (Ireland), 
Housing, Town Planning, etc., Indian Councils, Irish Land, Labour 
Exchanges, Local Registration of Title (Ireland), Marine Insurance 
(Gambling Policies), Merchandise Marks (Ireland), Motor Cars (Inte: 
national Circulation), Naval Discipline, Naval Establishments in 
British Possessions, Police, Police (Liverpool Inquiry), (Scot 
land), Public Works Loans, Secretary of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries, South Africa, Summary of Jurisdiction (Scotland) Act, 1908, 
Amendment, Superannuation, Telegraph (Arbitration), Trade Boards, 
Trawling in Prohibited Areas Prevention, Weeds and Agricultural 
Seeds (Ireland), Workmen’s Compensation (Anglo-French Convention), 
Asylums Officers’ Superannuation, Health Resorts and Watering Places 
(Ireland), Irish Handloom Weavers, Judicature (Rule Committee 

Local Education Authorities (Medical Treatment), Metropolitan 
Ambulances, Oaths, Wild Animals in Captivity Protection (Scotland). 


Prisons 





PersonaL ATTENTION, THE Best Goops, AND MoperRAtTe PRICcEs. 
Dipstate and Son, Tailors, 40, High Holborn (first floor). Opposite 
Chancery-lane. Next to the First Avenue Hotel. Established for over 
eighty years at 301, High Holborn, W.C.—[Apvr.] 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF Reaistragss IN ATTENDANCE Ow 










Date Emercesoy Appxat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- Rota. No, 2. Jovox. Swinren Eapy. 
Monday ...Dec. 13 Mr Leach Mr Farmer Mr Beal Mr Bloxam 
Tuesday ...... a Borrer Leach Greswell Farmer 
Wednesday . 15 Beal Borrer Goldschmidt Leach 
Thursday Greswell Beal Synge Borrer 
Friday ie Goldschmidt Greswell Charch Beal 
Saturday ......... 18 Synge Goldschmidt Theed Greswel] 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ah Wakaineton. NEVILLE. PARKER. Eve, 
Monday ...Dec. 13 Mr Synge Mr Borrer Mr Goldschmidt Mr Theed 
Tuesday .,....... 14 Church Beal Synge Bloxam 
Wednesday ...... Theed Greswell Church Farmer 
Thursday .. Bloxam Goldschmidt Theed Leach 
Friday ... Farmer Synge Bloxam Borrert 
Saturday .. Leach Charch Farmer Beal 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liruwirep in CHANCERY. 


AmeELionaTED O11 Sy¥npicatse, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulais of their debts or claims, to C. E. 
Osborn, 6, Broad et pi liquidator 

Bar anv THE Betts RerresamMent Contractine Sywpicatse, Ltp—Petn for winding 
up, presented Nov 20, directed to be heard at the County Court, Albion pl, Leeds, 
Dec 13, at 10.30. Chapman & Brooks, Manchester, solors for the petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Dec 11 

Betis Stores, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 4, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Henderson 
Walker, 42, Castle st, Liverpool. Collins & Co, Liverpool. solors for the liquida ors 

Buiuype.its Lonpon Coprrr anp Brass Works, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 
Dec 2, directed to be heard Dec 14. Durrant & Co, 110, Cannon st, solors for the 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afcvernoon of Dec 13 

C. B. Harrison, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 20, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wiiliam Henry Lovatt, 
3, Newall st, birmingham, liquidator 

Deacon & Wartrs, Lrp (1m Votuntary Liquiparion)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to George Charles King, 110, Edmund st, Birmingham, liquidator. Froat, 
Birmingham, solor for the liquidator 

Eryust brown, Lap—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 2, directed to be heard Dec 
14, Peters, 55 and 66, Chancery In, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the atove-nemed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 13 

Fatxiex Suir Co, Lro— Creditors are required, on or before Jan 1, to send their names 
and addresces, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Kdward Jobn Baker, 

Billiter House, Billiter st. Holman & Co, Lloyd’s av, solors for the liquidator 
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Hiex Moor Sywpicatz, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 3, to send in . ’ ° 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to William Creditors N otices 

Barton, 8, Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon st. Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors for the ba 

liquidator . 

4mzrs Howortx & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 20, to send their 
. names and addresses, and the particulars of their debits or claims, to A. Kirkham, 12, Under Estates in Chancery. 

Acres field, Bolton, liquidator Last Day or Cram. 
Law Guarantee Travust anp Accrpent Society, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 

Nov 30, directed to be heard before Swinfen Eady, J, Dec 14. Frere & Co, 28, London Gazette.—Frivayx, Nov. 19. 

Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above- | Hamrron, Freperick, Sydney rd, Richmond, Surrey, Builder Dec 31 Abbiss and 


nawed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 13 

Law Guarantee Trust anv Accipext Soorery, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 
Noy 30, directed to be heard Dec 14. Merriman & Co, 3, King’s Bench walk, Temple, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 13 

Marsie Rivxs, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 25, directed to be heard 
Dec 14 Timbrell & Deighton, 44, King William st, solors for the petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Dec 13 


NoagTHern Tererrorres Mines or Avsrratia, Lrp (1x Votuntary Liguipation)— 
Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names and addresses, and 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert Simpson, Broad st house, New Broad 
st. Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gdns, solors for the liquidator 

Prery Bros, Lrp>—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 30, directed to be heard Dec 14, 
field & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solora for the petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 13 

Suirteys, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 14, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Edward Whatley, 
15, Lincoln’s inn fields Bogue, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for the liquidator 

Uoxrretp CattLe ayp AvcTion MaRxet, Lrp (tn Votuntary Liqurpation)—Creditors 
are required, on or before Dec 17, to send their names and addresses, and particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Oscar Berry, 151 and 152, North st, Brighton, 
liquidator 

London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Dec. 7. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 


Cuartes Bureres & Sons, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 1, direcied to be 
heard at the Court House, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool, on Dec 17, at 10. 
Glover, Liverpool, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 16 

Heztey Woop & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 15, directed to be heard 
at tte Court House, Corporation st, Birmingaam, on Dec 16, at 10.30. Cottrell & Son, 
Birmingham, solors for petners. Notice of appsaring must reich the above-named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 16 

SprinarrkLp Curmicat Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Thomas 
Smethurst, 26, Pall Mall, Manchester. Chapman & Brooks, Manchester, solors for 
the liquidator 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Tornett & Co—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 30, directed to be heard Dec 14. 
Wakeford & Co, 37, Bloomsbury eq, solors tor the petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 13 


_-_——— 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Futpay, Dec. 3. 


Harrizy Wintwry Gas anv Coxe Co, Lrp, 

Optuam Gas ano Coxe Co, Lip. 

SearorD DuveLopmenNt, Lrp. 

Zeta Woop FLoorine, Lrp. 

Pewrsutar Ort Sywpicate, Lrp, 

Anunpet Funpine Society, Lro. 

MerropouiTan Steam Fisaine Co, Lrp 

Argican GoLp Degepaine anv Misine Concessions, Lrp 

W. Surra Bari zy & Co, Lro. 

Jyaszy Day Dock ano Enscineerine Co, Lrp. 

Bovewgmourn asp Distaicr Susscriperss’ Arpartmenr, Boarvinae House ann Hore. 
Agency, Lrp. 

Hiex Moor Syypicate, Lrp, 

Bompay anp Lonpow Tosacco Co, Lrp. 

Stucxey’s Banxine Co, Lrv. (Amalgamation). 

8. P. Seyprc«te, Lrp. 

Wassav Centra Banger Gop Reer, Lrp. 

Mas. Crane, Lrp. 

Sative Deposits Uriiizatiow Syypricate, Lrp. 

Warrnam Gas Licgur anp Coke anv Uoat Co, Lro. 

Anoio-Spanise O11. Synpicate, Lrp, 

G. BE. Brut, Lrp. 

AyLesrorp Samp anv Stong Quarr'ss Co, Lrp. 

Societe Des Taris D’OrtentT er D’Evrore, Lrp. 

Fa.arrx Sup Co, Lrp. 

Artis Miyine Co, Lro. 

Atrrep Davis & Sos, Lrp. 

East Dunwicn Investment Co, Lrp. 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Dec. 7, 


Miptarp (Lozerts) Sxatine Riyx, Lrp. 
Castiteg Curome TANNERY, Lp. 

Socrete Francaise pes PwevumMatiques Duntor, Lrp. 
Braprorp EvecrricaL Enernerrine Co, Lip. 
Kiupertey Beaaines, Lrp. 

Forrescuzt WatHerman & Co, Ltp. 

Boxrtst (West AFRICAN) SynprcarTsE, Lrp, 
Mowo-Ratt Construction Co, Lip. 

Koger L. Lowr, Lrp. 

Westaats Manuractourine Co, Lrp. 

Eastezn RectaMation Sxywprcate, Lop. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Dec. 14.—Meeers. Guaster & Sows, at the Mart, at2: L hold Resid 
vestment (see advertisement, back page, Nov. 27). 

Dec, 15—Messrs. G. H. Masrsrmaw & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Town House 
and Freehold Ground Rents (see advertisement, back page, Dec. 4). 

Dec. 15.—Mesers, Davip Busnart, Son, & BappELEy, at the Mart: Houses and Shops 
(see advertisement, back page, Dec. 4). 

Dec. 16.—Messrs. Davip J. Cuatrent & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Resi- 
dences, Freehold Ground-Rents, &c. (see advertisement, back page, Nov. 27). 

Deo, 16.—Messrs. H, E. Foster & Cranriecp, at the Mart, at 3: Reversions, Absolute 
_ Shares, Policies of Assurance, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this 
week), 


and In- 





Edwards v Hampton, Eve, J. Dixon, Lancaster pl, Strand 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Nov. 23. 
Fiznt, Grorce, Brunswick eq, Fruit Salesman Dec 29 Fient v Fient, Warrington 
and Parker, JJ Gerrish, College st 
London Gazette,—Fripay, Nov. 26, 


Covstrs, Epwarp, Eastbourne Jan 1 Hall v Cousins and Another, Neville, J 


Michelmore, Bloomsbury 8q 
London Gazette,—Turspay, Nov. 30. 
Moor, Sir Rates Dennam Raymest, KCMG, Barnes, Surrey Jan5 Harvey & Co, 
Limited v Moor, Joyce, J Peckham, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Watton, Cuargtes Evans, South Shields, Auctioneer Jan 1 
Warrington and Parker, JJ Haslam, Moorgate st 
London Gazette.~Frivpay, Dec, 3. 
HispeErt, Leicester, Tunbridge Wells Jan 12 Blount v Hibbert, Eve, J Bird 
Bedford row 


Sutton v Bowman, 


London Gazette,—Tuxspay, Dec. 7. 


Catrox, Joux Epwarp, Nottingham Jan1l Torr v Pomfret, Neville, J Barlow’ 
Nottingham 
Heap, Bensaurin Gray, Leeds, Surgeon Jan 15 Heald v Heald, Swinfen Eady, J 


Warren, Leeds 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Ciatm. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Nov, 26. 


Austin, Harvey, Gravesend Dec24 Walls & Co, Old Jewry 

Avustwick, Mary Any, Shurdington, nr Cheltenham Dec 31 
Gloucester 

Barren, Rev Wituiam, Brentford Jan6 Smith, Twickenham 

Bannerman, Anne Mary, Exeter Dec 31 Ricke:by, Cheltenham 

Baryes, James, Essex rd, Islington, Oil and Colorman Dec 3t Allward, Gray’s inn sq 

BaxenpDate, Gertaupe, Portman sq Dec 24 Upton & Co, Austin Friars 

Beaman, Kate, Norbury, Surrey Dec31 Joynson-Hicks & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Retiamy, Kev Jamas, Ingoldisthorpe, Norfolk, DD Jan 15 Jackson, Wisbech 

Bursey, Georce, Wynell rd, Forest Hill Dec 18 Townroe, Budge row 

Curssory, Wiii1am, Bolton gdns, South Kensington Dec 28 Temple, Bridport 

Cook, Greorae, Portsmouth, Fish Merchant Jan7 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 

——— amy, Evten Brancue, Colombo, Ceylon Dec 31 Stephenson & Co, Lom- 

ard st 

Cory, Anna Mania, 8t Nicholas, Glam Jan15 Lloyd & Pratt, Cardiff 

Crapper, Evan, Swansea Dec 29 Puntan, Swansea 

Curry, James Ropson, Nertherton, Dudley Dec 23 Davies, Netherton, Dudley 

Faser, Pui.ia, Huddleston rd, Tufnell Park Dec 24 Shilton, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

Fau_xyer, Jane, Dover Jan4 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Fawpry, Mary, Gretton, Glous Jan8 Earengey, Cheltenham 

Gatiey, WiLL1AM Deyyis, Heigham, Norwich Jan 14 Taylor & Sons, Norwich 

oo "a Henry, Sutton cum Lound, Notts, Steel Merchant Dec 24 

Sheftie 

Gorton, Rev Frepertck Ropert, Belstead, Suffolk Dec 31 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 

Grayson, Georce, Upholland, Lancs Jen 7 Mayhew & Co, Wigan 

Haut, Mary Eva, Kingstoa upon Hull, Corset Maker Jan 9 Middlemies & Pearce, 

Kingston upon Hull 

Hames, Georce Henny, Mayfair Dec 22 Metcalfe & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

Haxeis, Emtty, Kinsham, Worcester Jan8 Earengey, Cheltenham 

Hemmine, Henry, Fleet, Southampton Dec27 Hutchison & Cuff, Stone bldgs 

——— Freperick, Vicarage gate, Kensington Dec 24 Pollock & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
fields . 

Hooker, Henny, Highbury New park Dec 25 Cartwright & Cunningham, Pater- 
noster row 

Jounson, Ann, Horwich, Lancs Dec 31 Haslam, Bolton 

Jones, Rey Tuomas Hix1, Stutton, Suffolk Dec 31 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 

Kersuaw, James, Halifax Dec 31 Longbottom & Sons, Halifax 

Lee, Epwaarp, Chopstow villas, Bayswater Dec 22 Lee & Co, Basinghall st 

Lewis, Wirtiam Davies, Sodson, Narbeth North, Pembroke Dec 31 Lewis & James 

Narberth, Pembroke ‘ 

Massey, Freperick Witviam, Burton on Trent, Jeweller Jan 1 Holdens & Cannon 

Bolton le Moors , 

Mewzizs, James Iavine, Earl’s ct sq, Physician Dec 31 Smiles & Co, Bedford row 

—— Murr, Queen Anne’s mans Dec 24 Guscotte & Fowler, York bldgs, 

Adelphi 4 

NaTuHan, Miriam, Pembridge sq, Bayswater Jan 3 Spyer & Sons, London wall 

Oaxvey, MarGaret, Egremont Dec 27 Menzies & Co, Liverpool 

O'Leary, Cuances ALbert, Campden Hill ct, Kensington Dec25 Hubbard & Shepard 

Chancery In P 


Langley-Smith & Bon 


Clay, 


Owzn, Wittiam Srevexsoy, Abergavenny, Mon Jan 8 Collyer-Bristow & Co 
Bedford row 

Prixyon, James, Sandhurst, Kent, Farmer Dec 25 Collins, Sandhurst 

Rosenrecp, Asranam, Westbourne ter, Hyde Park, General Merchant Jan7 Joseph & 


Hyam, Finsbury pymot 

Scuuirz, Joun Huseet, Croydon Dec 30 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 

SueppLEs, Georer, Liverpool, Shoe Merchant Jan 24 Matthew & Co, Liverpool 

Suirn, Tuomas, Stratford pl, Oxfordst Jan6 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 

Spiers, ELLEN Symonps, Giasslyn rd, Crouch End Jan1 Arnold & Co, Chichester 

Tarrt, Jous, Beckenh Wine Merchant Dec 25 Cooper & Freeman, Cannon st 

TownxnD, Atrrep, Willesden Nov19 Loxley & Co, Cheapside 

Turver, Witiiam James, Hewitt rd, Harringay Park Jan5 ‘Tyler, Clement’s inn 

—— = EvizaBeTH, Portman sq Dec 28 Broughton & Co, Gt Marl- 
rough 8 

Witicox, Kost Manta Mayyina, Portman sq Dee 28 Broughton & Co, Gt Marl- 

borough st ‘ 7 

Woopvcock, Dorotay Jang, West Gateshead Dec 20 Ryott & Swan, Gateshead on 

Tyne 





London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 30, 


Asuworts, Henry, Helmshore, Lanes, Grocer Jan 31 Whittaker & ¥ : 
Batpwix, Samvet, Ore, nr Hastings Deci4 Ray, Hastings Co, Haslingden 
Beat, Roserr Evsenius, Newcastle upon Tyne, Sculptor Dec 30 Dickinson & Co 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Brive. Wiit1amM Georce, Ullesthorpe, Leicester, Commercial Traveller 


Jec § 
& Co, Leicester Dec 31 Toller 
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Brown, Witutam, Market Weighton, Yorks, Labourer Dec 17 Powell, Market 
Weighton 


Cuampion, Evtzasetn, Mare st, Hackney Dec 28 Pearce, Devonport 

CuiswaLt, Witt1aM Henry, Colchester, Dealer Jani4 Thompson & Co, Colchester 

Cooper. Freperick, New st, Bishopsgate st Without Jan 7 Durant, Guildhall chmbrs 

Cops, Cuaxies, Sparkhill. Yardiey, Worcester Dec 28 Nevill & Matthews, Tamworth 

Day, Jons Witt1am, Harrogate Dec31 Hall & Co, Huddersfield 

Dickins, Writtam Park, Shipston on Stour, Warwick Dec 15 Moore & Tibbitts, 
Warwick 

Drxow, James, Edenhurst, Sevenoaks Jan 1 Markby & Co, Coleman st 

Dossow, Grorce, Huddersfield, Drysalter Dee 30 Learoyd & Co, Huddersfield 

Dotto, Exvizapetn Avice, Reedley Hallows, nr Burnley Dec 4 Garnett. Burnley 

Baetraway, Wituram Groroe, Southampton Jani Nicholson, Lincoln’sinn fields 

Farnsworta, Sauvet James, Sheffield, Decoratwr Dec 26 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Greer. Henry Isaac, Beeston, Leeds Dec 15 Tempest, Leeds 

Gemuper, Rosert Van, West Hampstead, Mining Engineer Dec 30 
Victoria st 

Gisson, Txomas, Dunstan Hill, Northumberland Dec31 Wade & Robertson, Alnwick 

Goopaaart, Stepney Croves, Brightyn Jan5 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Green Emity, Wo thing Dec 31 Keeping & Gloag Lombard st 

Heperixe, Eowarp, South Shields Dec18 Marshall & Co South Shields 

Heperine, Mary, South Shields Dec 18 Marshall & Co, South Shields 

Hepiry, Epwarv Agmorer, Newcastle upon Tyne Dec 31 Brown & Son, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Hopsoy, oe Benstey, Burdett rd, Limehouse Dec 31 Archer & Son, Fen- 
church st 

Joxwrs, Huau, Adwy, nr Wrexham, Grocer Jan6 Bury & Acton, Wrexham 

Lancaster. Harriet Daviz, Leamington Dec 26 Field & Sons, Leamington 

Levserson, Lous Grorae, Hamilton ter, 8t John’s Wood Dec 30 


Samuelson, Queen 


Campbell & Co, War- | 


—_ > Mary, Newcastle under Lyme, Staffs Dec 31 T & E Slaney, Newcastle, 

's 

Manrstaxp, Hursert Jounsox, Eaves Hall, nr Clitheroe, Lancs Dec31 Claye & Son, 
Manchester 

a cous Tuomas, Middlesbrough, Master Mariner Dec 27 Thompson, Middies. 

roug 

Mosss, Tuomas, Tadmarton, Oxford, Farmer Dec 14 Stockton & Sons, Banbury 

Moopy, WiLL14m CLement, North Shields Dec?8 Hadaway, North Shields 

Mort, A.Bert, Sunningdale, Berks Dec 31 Mott & Son, Redford row 

Myers, Fawyy E.tzaseta, Lauderdale mans Jan1 Watkin & Co, New Broad st 

Pitcuer, Wrii1aM, South Lambeth rd Dec 31 Barnard, York rd, Lambeth 

Riesy, Marcaret, Liverpool Dec17 Richardson & Co, Liverpool 

Ruver, Davin, Smali Heath, Birmingham Dec13 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 

Rurtes, Mary, Houghton le Spring, Durham Dec28 Graham & Co, Sunderland 

Saunpers, Saran. Richmond Jan1 Gibeon & Co, Portugal st bldgs, Lincoln's inn 

SuerHerD Joun, Yealmpton, Devon, Yeoman Dec 31 Dobell, Plymouth 

Sarru, AgaBeLta WILKINSON, Bunney Park, Notts Janio Wells & Hiad, Nottingham 

Spence, Haraiet, Mattock In, Ealing Jan 10 Ruston &Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Spenpier, Henry Georce, Lowestoft Jan18 Havers, Lowestoft 

Styies, James, Rugby, Auctioneer Dec 31 Fuller & Son 

Tuomsox, CuagLes ALEXanveE®, East Finchley Jan12 East, Basinghall st 

Wenssrer, THomas Witttam, Richmond Jani Budd & Co, Austin Friars 

Witson. Cuara Magia, Tunbridge Wells Jan 1 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, Gray's 


inn 

Witsox, Toomae Percivat, Rownhams, nr Southampton Jan10 Crawley & Co, Arling. 
ton, st, 8t James’ 

Woop, Lavisia, Hove, Surrey Dec 28 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Woop, Mary, Newcastle upon Tyne Dec28 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 









Pr 





wick st, Regent st 
























































Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Dec. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLAN Broruers, Blaina, Mon, Grocers Tredegar Pet 
Nov 27 Od Nev 30 

Ayprews. James, Yelverton, Devon, Cycle Agent’s Man- 
ager Plymouth Pet Decl Ord Decl 

Asumore, Isaac, Newport, Salop. School Proprietor 
Stafford Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Bartow-Wricat. Eowarp Wituiam, Albemarle st, Picca- 
dilly, Therapeutic Specialist High Court Pet July 31 
Ord Nov 39 

Batt, Wituias, Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland, Draper 
Kendal Pet Decl Ord Decl 

Bexyett, M. Firmen, HMS Cornwallis, Devonport, 
Captain RN High Court Pet Sept 11 Ord Nov 30 

Bory, Peter Henry, Cockermouth, Cumberland Nursery- 
man Workington Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 20 

Cantwaicnt, Faepericx, Hadfield, Derby, Grocer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Decl Ord Decl 

Coss, Bavarp Gerxir, Cecil ct, Hollywood rd, Kensington 
High Court Pet %ct2 Ord Nov 30 

Cotmayx, Grorce Eouoxt, Warmley, Glos Bristol Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov:9 

Crastrer, Atrarp Tomas, Lower marsh, Westminster 
Bridge rd, Lambeth, Builder High Court Pet Dec 1 
Ord Tee 1 

Denyis, Wi111aM, Stockport, Dairyman Stockport Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Eccies, Wituiam Atrrep, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker 
Birmingham Pet Decl Ord Decl 

Etvexy, Josepn, Leeds, Poultry Dealer Leeds Pet Noy 29 

Nov 29 

Exrsox, Water, sen, Godalming, Fancy Goods Dealer's 
Agent Bristol Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 é 

Eyxyy, Saran Royston, Kingham, Chipping Norton, 
Oxford Oxford Pet Oct 30 Ord Dec 1 

Fivieip, Exizaseta, Handsworth Birmingham Pet Nov 

Ord Nov 29 

Garpyer. Jonny, Pontypridd, Glam, Painter 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Garrritns, Witt1aAM ALFRED, Worcester, Gunsmith Wor- 
cester Pet Deci Ord Decl 

Hawkxiye, Jou, —~ ~:~ Hall, nr_ Boreughbridge, 
Yorks, Farmer York Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 30 

Herman, Ierazt Joseru, High st, Shoreditch, Plumber 
High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Hiscock, Epwarp, Christchurch, Hants, Grocer 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Hopgss, Soromon, Crewkerne. Somerset, Licensed Hawker 


Pontypridd 


Poole 








Hurttox, Jony, and Groner Hutton, Melksham, Wilts, 
Butchers Bath Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 29 

Jackson, Josgpu, Moston, Manchester Clerk Manchester 
Pet Dec 1 Ord Dec 1 

Jonzs, Taomas, Skewen, Newsagent Neath Pet Nov 29 
Ord Nov 29 

Keegy, Joun Cxaries Henry, Wolverhampton, Latch M«nu- 
facturer Wolverhampton Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 29 

Layotey, James Vinognt, Leeds, Cycle Agent Leeds 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 : 

Lraroyp, Peter Simpson, Burton Leonard, nr Ripon, 
York, Joiner Northallerton Pet Nov 30 Ord 
Nov 30 

Mc%ovcure, Harriette Kate, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, 
Milliner Chelmsford Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 29 

Meravows, Evizapers. and Witit1am Meapows, Newtown, 
Wigan, Coal Dealers Wigan Pet Nov 30 Ord Nv 30 

Mipp-enuest, Jonn Epwarp, Manchester, Estate Agent 
Manchester Pet Sept 14 Ord Decl 

Mitcue.y, ALyrep Henry, Wembdon Hill, Wembdon, nr 
Bridgwater, Cycle Repairer Bridgwater Pet Nov 29 
Ord Nuv 29 

Orcnarp, Anne Maria, Pucklechurch, Glos, Retail Butcher 
Bristol Pet Dec1 Ord Decl 

Ortey, Wittram Fortescue, Horncastle, Lincs, Tailor 
Lincoln Pet Nov3) Ord Nov 30 

Parker, Henry, Barnsley, Shoeing Smith Barnsley Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Piowmay,Groroe Rionarp, Forest Hill, Kent, Fish Sales- 
man High Court Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Riveway, Crartes H F, Rectory rd, Stoke Newington, 
Grocer High Court Pet Nov3 Ord Decl 

Roserts, Hueu, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Farmer Portmadoc 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Rupxix, Wiitram, Small Heath, Birmingham, Hosier 
Birmingham Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Sanpey, HoMASs, Ilfracombe, Tobacconist 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Saw, CuaistopHer Pearson, Bingham, Notts, Architect 
Nottingham Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 30 

Suaw, Sam, Wakefield, Plasterer Wakefield Pet Dec 1 
Ord Deo 1 

Sims, Farperick Joux, Carnarvon, Cycle Agent Bangor 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 , 

Suitx, Wiitiam, Dudley, Worcester, Working White- 
smith Dudley Pet Decl Ord Decl 


Barnstaple 


Spexyces, Atreep Grorce, Birmingham, Coal Dealer 
Birmingham Pet Dec1 Ord Dec1 
Taytor, Isaac, Leeds, Leather Merchant Leeds Pet 


Nov 10 Ord Nov 29 


Tuomas, Evan, Tonypandy, Glam, Baker Swans-a Pet 
Nov17 Ord Nov 29 
Tirptox, Richarp, Malvern, Worcester, Carpenter Wor- 


cester Pet Nov 29 Ord Novy 29 





Wapswortn, Fpmunp, Blackshaw, nr Halifax, Farmer 
Halifax Pet Dec1 Ord Decl 

Waitt, Gzorce, Worsbrougn, nr Barnsley, Farmer 
Barnsley Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

WILkinson, GeOrGe Prizstman, Ormesby, Yorks, Grocer 
Middlesbrough Pet Nov 29 Ord Noy 29 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Barter, Ricnagsp Heyry, Blackpool Dec 11 at 11 Off 
Rec, 13, Wiuck ey st, Preston 

Baston-Waigat, Epwarp Wiiiiam, Albemarle st, Picca- 
dilly, Therapeutic specialist Dec 13at1 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Baevi, Watter Tueopore, Dallington, Sussex Dec 14 at 
2.30 County Court offices, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Benyett, M Firmen, HM3 Cornwallis, Devonport. Cap- 
tainin Navy Dec J4at11 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Cuambers, Frank, Kendal, Picture Framer Dec 11 at 
11.20 Off Rec, 16, Cornwa'lis st, Barrow in Furness 

Coss, Bararp Geixie, Hollyword rd, Kensington Dec 13 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Crosstey, Fraxcis Lxronagp, New Cleethorpes, Fish- 
monger’s Assistant Dec 11 atll Off Rec, St. Mary’s 
chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Exrsxy, JoserH, Leeds, Poultry Dealer Dec 14 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

E.L.woop, Tuomas, Workington, Cumberland, Coal Agent 
Dec 11 at 2.45 Court house, Cockermouth 

Fatnweatuer, Freperick, Northampton, Tailor Dec 11 
atl2 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Grate, Ame.IA Any, P rtinscale, Keswick, Spinster 
Dec 13 at 2.30 Court house, Cockermouth 

Grover, James, Meriden, Warwick, Baker Dec 13 at 11 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Goopmay, Moses. Methyr, Tydfil, Pawnbroker Dec 14 
S 2.30 Off Rec, County Court, Townhail, Merthyr 


Hawkixe, Joux, Ellenthorpe Hall, nr Boroughbridge, 
Yorks, Farmer Dec 17 at 12 Off Rec, The Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 

Heiiteweit, George Opoy, Colsterdale, nr Masham, 
Yorks, Provision Merchant Dec 13 at 12 Royal Station 
Hotel, York 

Herman Iseatt Joseps, High st, Shoreditch, Plumber 
Dec 13 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Hewitson, Taomas Lowes, Workington, Cumberland, 
Milk Dealer Dec 13 at 2.45 Court house, Cocker- 
mouth 


Hiti-Jones, Wittt1am Cuarwes, Merthyr Tydfil, Provision 
Merchant Dec l4at12 Off Rec, County Court, Town- 
hall, Merther Tydfil 

Hiscock, Epwakrp, Christchurch, Hants, Grocer Dec 14 
ati2 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, South- 
ampton 








Yeovil Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
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MoOoRGATE 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@CENSED PROPERTY. 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


SrRwaT, LONDom, 


HE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 














SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING: MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction aro supervision of the Corporation. 











on application. 


Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be 
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Soromoy, Lye Water, Crewkerne. Somerset, 
Hawker Dec 14 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, 
Catherine st, Salisbury 
Hott, RaLPs, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Dec 15 at 3 Talbot Hotel, Bishop Auckland 
Hvurroy, Jounx, and Grorcr Horrox, Melksham, Wilts, 
Butchers Deci3at11 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Laxutey, James Vincent, Leeds, Cycle Agent Dec 14 at 
12 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Lee ds 
Lewis, JoBN, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Dockyard Pen- 
cone Dec 17 at 12.30 ‘Temperance Hall, Pembroke 
Duc 
Macvitiz, Epmuxp Atrrep, Cheltenham, Plumber Dec 11 
at 3.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Maztis, Jony, Aston Manor, Warwick, Boot Dealer Dec 
14 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
mingham 
Mepuvrst, Witt1am, Watford, Licensed Victualler Dec 
W3at12 14, Bedford row 
Mvusaiey, Water, Wigtoft, Lincs, Machine Owner Dec 
2iati2 Off Rec, 4and 6, West st, Boston 
Parker, Harry Ropert, Heacham, Norfolk, Grocer Dec 
11 at12.30 Off Rec, 8. King st, Nor@ich 
Psrers, WALTER, Wolverhamp' on, Hairdresser’s Assistant 
Dec 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wulverbampton 
Perse, Ricnarp, Grassiot, nr Maryport, Cumberland, 
Tobacconist Dec 13 at 2.45 Court house, Cocker- 
mouth 
Pirowmas, Grorce Ricnarp, Forest Hill, Kent, Fieh 
Salesman Dec 13 at 12 Bankruptcy a Carey st 
PaytHercH, Tuomas Geamay, Lianddani Anglesey, 
Builder Dec 15 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 
Taytor, Isaac, Leeds, Leather Merchant Dec 14 at 11 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
Tay.or, Husgat, Ambleside, Westmorland, Hairdresser 
Dec 11 at 11,30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow io 
Furness 
Taomas, Jonn Epwarp, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Boot Repairer 
Dec 15 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 


Hopass, 
Li 


Mon 

Topix, Taomas, Margate, Carriage Proprietor Dec 11 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 65a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Witkixsoy, Grorce Prigstman, North Ormesby, ar 
Middlesbrough, Grocer Dec 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, ‘Court 
chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


Amended Notice substitut-d for that published in 
London Gazette of Nov 30: 


Parsey, Atrazep Ferancis, Ilford, Warehouseman’s 
Assistant Dec9at3 14, Bedford row 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aviz, James Mitcue.y, South Shields, Grocer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 29 

AyprEws, James, Yelverton, Devon, Carpenter Plymouth 
Pet bec 1 Ord Decl 

Asumorg, Isaac, Newport, Salop, School Proprietor Staf- 
ford Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 

Bei, Susanna, Shrewsbary, Lodging House Keeper 
Shrewsbury Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 30 

Bert, Witiiam, Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland, Draper 
Kendal Pet Dec1 Ord Decl 

Biack, ‘T'Homas, Low Spennymoor, Durham, Grocer Dur- 
ham Pet Sept 16 vurd Nov 2 

Bropiz, James, Selwood ter, ) gdns, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet Oct 13 Urd Nov 28 

Bory, Peter Henry, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Nursery- 
man Cocke:mouth Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Caray, WiLL1aM Artuus,and James Lawsence Frencu, 

Bexhul, Ironmongers Hastings Pet Novi2 Ord Nov 


30 

CARTWRIGHT, FREDERICK, wre Derby, Grocer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Deel Ord Dec 1 

Cotman, Gores Komont, Wartley, Glos Bristol Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

CranTakz, Atraep Tuomas, Lower Marsh, Westminster 
Bridge rd, Lambeth, Builder High Court Pet Dec 1 
Ord Dec 1 

Deywis, Wittiam, Stockport, Dairyman Stockport Pet 
Nov29 urd Nov 29 

Eccies, WILLIAM ALFRED, tien, Cabinet Maker 
Bi mingham Pet Dec 1 Ord Dec 

Exrsky, Josaru, Leeds, Poultry Dealer = Pet Nov§29 
Oid Nov 29° 

Firtz.p, Erizanetu, Handswerth Birmingham Pet Nov 29 
Ord Nov 29 

Garpyer, Joun, Pontypridd, Glam, Painter Pontypridd 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Gaze, James, Handsworth, Builder Birmingham Pet Sept 
29 Ora Noy 29 

Gairritus, Wiit1am AtFraep, Worcester, Gunsmith 
Worcester Pet Dec 1 Ora Dec 1 

Hawkine, Joun, Ellerthorpe Hall, nr Boroughbridge, 
Yorks, Farmer York Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 30 

Henman, Isragy Joszrs, High st, — Plumber 
High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Hiscock, KpwarpD, Christchurch, Hants, Grocer Pocle 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Hopes, SoLomon, Crewkerne, Licensed Hawker Yeovil 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 3 

Hutton, Jony, and Grorce yt mam Wilts, 

le utchers — Pet Nov 29 Ord N 

AACS, SAMUEL Lewis, Hatton A yg High Co 

Pet Sept 6 Ord Nov 30 =, se - ved 

Jackson, JosgpH, Moston, Manchester, Clerk Manchester 

J Pet Deo 1 } ed we A _ 

ones, Ropert SuMNE thall o rs h Cor 'e 

P Oct7 Ord mer 3° . — orien 

onzs, THomas, Skewen, Glam, Bowngut Neath 
Aberavon Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 “ 

Lanciry, James Vincent, Leeds, Uycle Agent Leed 
Nov 9 Ura Nov 29 ' _ rien 

Lzazorp 7 Simpson, Burton 


Leonard, Ri 
Yorks, ok nr ipon, 


Northallerton Pet Nov 30 


oe * Aston Manor, Warwick, Boot Dealer Bir- 
mingham 


Pet Nov 11 Ord Noy 29 


Mxavows, Exizasers, and W1Lt1am Meapows, Newtown, 
Wigan, Coal Dealers Wigan Pet Nov30 Ord Nov 30 

MircHe.t, Atrrzep Henry, Wembdon, ur Bridgwater, 
Cycle Agent Bridgwater Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 29 

Ortey, WituiaAM Fortescug, anna” Lincs, Tailor 
Lincoln Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 

Pasker, Hevey, oe Wheelwright Barusley Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Pa.uirs, Pamir Mavaice, and Louis Weixsere, Barking 
rd, Canning = Boot Dealers High Court Pet Nov 
18 Ord Nov 27 

Prowman, Gzoroe Ricuarp, Forest Hill, Kent, Fish 
Salesman High Court Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Rupkis, Wriiu1aM, Small Heath, Birmingham, Hosier 
Birmi: gham Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 24 

Sanpey, “wr Seana, Tobacconist Barnstaple 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 

one Wakefield, 1 Wakefield Pet Dec 1 


Sims, nll Jouy, Carnarvon, Cycle Agent Bangor 
Pet Nov 30 Oro Nov 39 

Sinziur, Acaittx, Haymarket, Restaurant |Proprietor 
High Court Pet +'ct30 Ord Nov 27 

Suita, Beaumont, olackpool, Catsrer Preston Pet Nov 
4 Nov 30 

Smite, WILiiam, oa, Working Whitesmith Dudley 
Pet Decl Urd Decl 

Speycer, ALFrep Georcr, Birmingham, Coal Dealer 
Birmingham Pet Dec 1 Ord Decl 

Stewart, AuTHuR Hastings Lanreas, Albany ct yard, 
Piccadilly, Doctor High Court Pet Sept 28 Ord 


Dec 1 

Taytor, Isaac, Leeds, Leather Merchant Leeds Pet 
Nov 10 Ord Nov 30 

Tiptrox, Ricnarp, Malvern, Worcester, 
Worcester Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Wapsworts, Epmusp, Blackshaw, nr Halifax, Farmer 
Halifax Pet Vecl Ord Decl 

Waitt, Grorcr, Worsbrough, 
Barnsky Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 

Witxixson, Grorcs PairstTman, North Coie. 3 Yorks, 
Grocer Mildlesbrough Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec, 7, 
RECEIVING ORDER3. 


Bannatyye, Bryce McAutistes, Billiter sq, ' omen 
Broker High Court Pet Aug17 Ora Oct 2 


Carpenter 


5 Barnsley, Farmer 


Basker, Wituiam, sen, Kirkhamgate, or | Wakefield, 
Farmer Wakefield Pet Decl Ord Dec 
Barker, Wittiam Epwarp, Marshcnapel, Gt 


wrimsby Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
BearpswortH, Epwakp, Birkdale, Lancs, Law Student 
Liverpool Pet Oct 26 Ord Dec 2 





Bral.srorD, Herperr Fanogsicx nat Reddown, 
d urrey, Stati "s Manag Wandsworth 
Pet Nov il Or: ‘Dec 2 
Baices, Bex, , ry Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet 
Dec2 Ord Dec 2 


Cooper, Frep MorGay, Bradley, nr Bilston, Staffs, 
Literary Agent Wolverhampton Pet Dec 4 O 


Dec 4 

Dancy, H J, Eardley rd Sete, Accountant Wands- 
worth Pet Nov8 ord 

Davigs, WILLIaM, AM ng ‘Glam, Monumental Mason 
Pontypridd Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Dickinson, WaALrTer, ee, Painter Gt Grimsby 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

Dixoy, Frep, Harrogate, Nurseryman York Pet Dec 2 
Ord Dec 2 

Dover A.¥rep, West paoeg, Surrey, Farmer Guildford 
Pet Novi12 Ord Dec 

Eccuies, Frank, Rbyl, Flint, Stationer Bangor Pet Dec 
4 Ord Dec4 

Epwakps, Sypsgzy Grorce, John st, ery 
Dealer High Court Pet Oct 8 Ord Dec 3 

Evans, Joun James, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Builder Cardiff 
Pet Dec 2 Urd Dec 2 

Eytox, A Tupor, nn Holywell, Flint Chester 
Pet Oct 29 ‘Oid Dee 3 

GaReenLanD, CiuemMEeNT, Swansea, j|Tobbacconist Swansea 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dec3 

Hooper, Freperick, Widcombe, Bath, Florist Bath Pet 

rd ec 3 

Hoster, Abert, New Broad st High Court Pet July 31, 

1%8 Ura Dec 3 


Property 


Heierave, Hexny James, Canterbury, Peetetuing 
Confectioner Canterbury Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 
eae o* w aa nr Liverpool Liverpool Pet Nov 10 


Keu.ert, Carpnas, Buttershaw, Bradford, Mill Manager 
Bradfora Ord Dec 2 

Leg, Feank Wit.14M, Greasborough, nr Rotherham, Yorks, 
Miner Sheffiela Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

Lover, Henry, Findon hill, —- "Daten, Grocer 
Durham Pet Nov 15 Ord Dec 

Marker, Fraxcis, Ottery Saint 7 Devon, Market 
Gardener Exeter Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

Mu tserey, W G Richmond, Fruiterer + Pet 
Nov 18 Ord Dec 2 

OvpgexsHaw, ArtHuR Omer, Hyson Green, tiga, 
Agent Nottingham Pet Dec 2 Ord 

Potvaxp, Sam, Tyersal, Bradford, Hay oh ey Bradfoid 
vet Dec 2 Ord Dec 2 

Poucu, Epwarp, Yetrad Mynach om, Confectioner 
Merthyr Tyatil Pet Dec2 Ord D 

Saxtoyx, Artaur Tom, Cleethorpes, Advertising Canvasser 
Great Gnmsby Ord Dec 4 ‘et Dec 4 

Sterp, T D, Fortis Green 1d, Muswell Hill, Builder High 
Court Pet Nov8 Ord Deo 2 

Srevens, Warrter, Old Nichol st, Bethnal Green, Chair 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Oct v6 Ord Dec2 

Tayor, Rupext, Cadishead, Lancs, Baker Salford Pet 

= Nov 8 — 8h , 

ALBANK, Hazpert, Shipley, Yorks, Textile Designe: 

Bradford Ord Deed’ im 

Weuts, Witiiax Tea Field’s Weir, Hoddesdon, Herts, 
Coal Merchant Hertford Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

Youxe, Joun Txomas, Sturminster Marshall, Dorset, 


HOUSE OF 


tear, 


The unanimous 


The Rt. Hon. 
Sir H. G. Aubrey- 
Fletcher, Bart., 
C.B., M.P. 


“I have used Sanatogen for 
some time and appreciate its 
qualities.” 


Sir William 
Bull, M.P. 


“I have much pleasure in 
stating that I consider your 
preparation, Sanatogen, is of 
decided value. It performs 
that which it promises to do, 
and | have reas it to 
several frie’ 


Mr. Arthur Fell, 
M.P. 


“IT must say I Giek Sanat- 
ogen has a wonderful effect 
in enabling one to npn 
fatigue and want of sleep. 


Mr.N. Joyce, M.P. 


THE 


COMMONS 


AND 


SANATOGEN. 


During the recent prolonged discus- 
sions on the Budget, with their late 
hours and incessant nervous wear and 
many Membrrs of the House of 
Commons, knowing the supremacy of 
Sanatogen as a nerve tonic above every 
other preparation, have taken it daily 
to prevent them feeling the fatigue and 
strain and to keep them in their best 
and fittest condition. 


testimony of the 


Members of Parliament printed below 
offers overwhelming evidence of the 
supreme merits of Sanatogen. 


Sir Gilbert 
Parker, M.P. 


“I have used Sanatogen 
with extraordinary benefit. It 
is to my mind a true food 
tonic, feeding the nerves, in- 
creasing the energy, and 
giving fresh vigour to the 
overworked body and mind.” 


Sir Luke White, 
M.P. 


“My experience of Sanat- 
ogen confirms the medi: 
opinion; there is no longer 
that feeling of fatigue which 
one previously exper.enced, but 
there follows from its use a 
distinct restorative effect.” 


Mr. H. S. 
Staveley-Hill, 
M.P. 


"I find Sanatogen a most 
Ilent tonic and restorative 





“T have taken S and 
I think very highly of it. My 
wife has also taken it. She 
thinks it has done her great 
service and will continue to use 
it regularly.” 


Mr. Arthur 
Sherwell, M.P. 


“| have derived much benefit 
from the use of Sanatogen. | 
have found it of great value 
oeasgeae of high pressure 
work. 


Mr. W. J. 
Burnyeat, M.P. 


“My opinion is that Sanat- 
ogen is both a valuable food and 


tonic, 








Harness Maker Foole Pet Nov 12 Ord Dec3 


W.C., 





after the hard work of the 
present session. It appears to 
me to contain all the qualities 
necessary for a tonic which 
secures the object in view, viz. 
the removal of lassitude, and 
gives increased vitality.” 


Mr. Albert 
Stanley, M.P. 


“| have derived great benefit 
from Sanatogen, which I fou 
to be very highly nourishing. 
Several members of my famil 
have also used Sanatogen, ai 

am pleased to say, with 
admirable results. | can most 
sincerely recommend it to others 
who may be suffering from 

or ner 





Sanatogen can be obtained from all 
chemists, in tins, from 1s. 9d. to 9s. 6d. 
A beautifuily illustrated pamphlet, con- 
taining much valuable information, will 
be sent to you, post free, on receipt of 
a postcard addressed to The Sanatogen 
Company, 12, Chenies Street, London, 
mentioning Solicitors Journal, 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asnorz, Isaac, Newport, Salop, School Proprietor 
16 at 12 Royal Victoria Hotel, Salop 
Baer, Aurrep Ervest, Leek, Staffs, (Grocer Dec 17 at 
11 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macelesfield 
Barker, Wittiam Epwarp, Marschapel, Lincs, Carrier 
Dec 15at11 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Birks, Jonn, Wednesbury, Fruiterer Dec 16 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton 
Braitsvorp, Heapert Freparick Percy, Reddown, Couls- 
don, Surrey, Stationer’s Manager Dec 15 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Buen, Perer Heyry, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Nur- 
seryman Dec 20at245 Court house, Cockermouth 
Baices, Bey, Syston, Leicester, Grocer Deol7 at12 Off 
Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Cotman, Gsornce Eomont, Warmley, Glos 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
CarantTrez, AtyreD TxHomas, Lower Marsh, Westminster 
Bridge rd, Lambeth, Builder Dec 16 atil Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 
Cross, Frank, Sparkhill, Birmingham Dec 16 at 3.30 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
Dancy, H J, Eardley rd, Streatham, Accountant Dec 16 at 
11,30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Dennis, Witiiam, Stockport, Dairyman Dec 15 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Cast!e chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
Dixon, Frep, Harrogate, Nurseryman Dec 17 at 8.30 
Ree, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Dopar, Atvrev, West Horsley, Surrey, Farmer 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Epwarps, Sypyey Grorer, John st, Adelphi, Property 
Dealer Dec 16 atl Bankruptcy b!dgs, Carey st 
Furpank, Joun Herseart, Uttoxeter, Statfs, Diaper 
15 at 3 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 
Garpnenr, Joux, Pontypridd, Glam, Painter Dec 15 at 11 
Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, Pontypridd 
GrirFitrus, WILLIAM ALrrep, Worcester, Gunemith Dec 
15 at 10.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Hopkins, Isaac, Goldcliff, Mon, Farmer Dec 15 at 11.3) 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
Hoster, Abert, New Broad st Dec 15 at 1 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 
Huterave, Henry 
Confectioner Dec 15 at 11.30 
Canterbury 
Jackson, Josgru, Moston, Manchester, Clerk 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Joxes, Tuomas, Skewen, Glam, Newsagent Dec 17 at 11 
Off Rec, Government bldgs, 8t Mary’s st, Swansea 
Kewvetr, Cairuas, Buttershaw, Bradford, Mill Manager 
Dec 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
Lust, Georce, Liverpool, Boot Dealer Dec 17 at 11 
Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Maerker, Francis, Ottery 8t Mary, 
Gardener Dec 16 at 11 Off Rec, 9, 
Exeter 
Meapows, Exizapertn, and Witt1am Meapvows, Newtown, 
Wigan, Lancs, Coal Dealers Dec 16 at 3 19, Ex- 
change st, Bolton 
Miroartt, Atrrep Henry. Wembdon hill, Wemb1on, nr 
Bridgwater, Cycle Dealer Dec 15 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 
Mucserry, W G, Richmond, Fruiterer Dec15 at 12 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 
O._persHAw, Artaur Omer, Nottingham, Agent Dec l5at 
1 Off Rec, 4,Castle pl, Park at, Nottingham 
Oxnonarp, Anne Mania, Pucklechurch, Glos, Retail Butcher 
Dec 15 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Ortey, Wituram Fortescur, Horncastle, Lincs, Tailor 
Dec 16 at 


Dec 


Dec 15 at 11.30 


Off 


Dec 16 at 


Dec 


James, Canterbury, Manufacturing 
Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, 


Dec 11 at 


Devon, Market 
Bedford circus, 


132, 


Dec 16 at 12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Parker, Henry, Barnsley, Yorks, Shoeing Smith 
1l Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

Potuarp, Sam, Bradfo-d, Hay Merchant 
Rec 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Pvon, Eowarp, Ystrad Mynach, Glam, Confectioner Dec 
16 at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr 
Tydfil 

Purpy, Wiu.1am, Hurst Park, Prescot, Lancs, 
Dec 17 at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Rivaway, Cuartrs H F, Rectory rd, Stoke Newington, 
Grocer Dec 15 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Roserts, Huan, Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Farmer Dec 17 at 
2.30 Tower Hotel, Pwllheli 

Saaw, Sam, Wakefield, Plasterer 
6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Smith, Hexpert, Uttoxeter, Staffs, Fishmonger Dec 15 at 
11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Situ, WitiiaM, Dudley, Whitesmith Dec 15 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 


Dec 16at3 Off 


Builder 


Dec 15 at 11 Off Rec, 


off 


Srzev, T D, Midhurst av, Fortis Green rd, Muswell Hill, 
Builder Dec15ati12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Srevens, Watter, Old Nichol st, Bethnal Green, Chair 
Manufacturer Decl5at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Garey at 

Tirptoy, Ricaarp, Malvern, Worcester, Carpenter Dec 15 
at1l Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Tomurssoxn, Henry, Warwick, Storekeeper Dec 16 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Tow.sz, Levr, Staveley, Derby, Shoemaker Dec 16 at 12 
Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Trueman, Tuomas, Holmes Rotherham, Yorks, Builder 
Dec 15 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree lo, Sheffield 

Wapsworrts, Epuunp, Higher Rawtonstall Farm, Black- 
shaw, nr Halifax, Farmer Dec 16 at 10.45 County 
Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Wasayk, Hersert, Shipley, Yorks, Textile Designer 
Dec 17 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Wuirr, Georce, Worsbrough, nr Barnsley, Yorks, Farmer 
Dec 16 at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

WituraMs, Janz, Newborough, Anglesey, Grocer Dec 15 
at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Youne, Joun Tuomas, Sturminster Marshall, Dorset, 
Harness Maker Decl5at3 Off Rec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atay, Atrrep Foster, Blaina, Mon, Grocer 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 24 

Barker, Wituram, sen, Kirkhamgate, nr Wakefield, 
Farmer Wakefield Pet Dec1 Ord Dec3 

Barker, Witiiam Epwarp, Marschapel, Carrier Gt 
Grimsby Pet Dec2 Ord Dee? 

Benorst, Venant, Piccadilly, Caterer High Court Pet 
Feb 20 Ord Dec 2 


Tredegar 


Braitsrorp, Herpeat Frepericx Percy, Reidown, Couls- 


don, Surrey, Stationer’s Manager Wandsworth Pet 
Nov1l Ord Dec4 

Baiccs, Bex, Syston, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet 
Dec 2 Ord Dec 2 

Coteripce, Tromas, Bradwell on Sea, Essex, 
Chelmsford Pet Aug18 Ord Decl 

Cooper, Frep Moreay, Bradley, ar Bilston, Literary Agent 
Wolverhampton Pet Dec4 Ord Decd 

Davies, Wittiam, Caerphilly, Glam, Monumental Mason 
Pontypridd Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Dickinson, WatTeR, Scunthorpe, Painter Great Grimsby 
Pet Dee 3 Ord Dec 3 

ee Harrogate, Nurseryman' York Pet Dec 2 
Ord Dee 2 

Eoot om Frank, Rhyl, Flint, Stationer Bangor Pet Dec 4 
Ord Dec 4 

Extsonx, Wavter, sen, Godalming Bristol Pet Dec 1 Ord 

ec 4 


Farmer 


Evans, Joun James, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Glam, Builder 
Cardiff Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

GREENLAND, CLEMENT, Swansea, 
Pet Dac 3 Ord Dec3 

Hooper, Freperick, Widcombe, Bath, Florist Bath Pet 
Dec 3 Ord Dec3 

Hucoasave, Hexray James, Canterbury, Manufacturing 
Confectioner Canterbury Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 

Keex, Joun Caartes Henry, Wolverhampton, Latch 
Manufacturer Wolverhampton Pet Nov15 Ord Dec 4 

Ler, Franx Witu1am, Greasborough, nr Rotherham, Yorks, 
Miner Sheffield Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

McCtoray, Rosert, Blackpool, Builder's Merchant Preston 
Pet Novié6 Ord Dee 3 

Marker, Faancis, Ottery St Mary, Devon, Market Gar- 
dener Exeter Pet Dec3 Ord Dec3 

Meapmore, Exizasetu, Romford, 
Pet Sept 1 Ord Decl 

Mercatre, Suira, Burnley, Dentist Burnley Pet Nov 6 


Ord Dec 3 
Mutserry, W G, Richmond, Wandsworth 


Pet Nov18 Ord Dec 4 
Pucklechurch, Glos, 


Tobacconist Swansea 


Baker Chelmsford 


Fruiterer 

Orcuarp, Anwe Maria, Retail 
Butcher Bristol Pet Decl Ord Dec 3 

OtpersHaw, Artaur Omer, Hyson Green, Nottingham, 
Agent Nottingham Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

PoitarD, 8am, Bradford, Hay Merchant Bradford Pet 
Dec 2 Ord Dec 2 

Puen, Epwarp, Ystrad Mynach, Glam, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Dec2 Ord Dec2 

Rivaway, CHArtes Henry Francis, Rectory rd, Stoke 
Newington, Grocer HighCourt PetNov3 Ord Dec3 

Saxros, Artuur Tom. Cleethorpes, Advertising Canvasser 
Great Grimsby Pet Dec4 Ord Dec4 

Wuirts, Epowin Groror, Long Stratton, Norfolk, Wool 
Merchant Ipswich Pet June 30 Ord Dec 4 

Witieas, THomas James, Leytonstone, Builder High 
Court Pet Oct6 Ord Dec 3 


Confectioner 





The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Copaod from Policy dated 1788. 


Law Courts Branch : 


SUN 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 


EMPLOYERS’ 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
| BURGLARY, 


LIABILITY and 


A, W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


Dec. t1, 1909, 


SEE ae SS 


THE 


NORTHERN 


ASSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
FIRE. LIFE. 
BURGLARY. . ACCIDENT. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 





Accumulated Funds (1908) £7,198,000, 


LONDON OFFICE :—1, Moorgate Street. 





Original Society. Founded 1840, 





THE 


GUARANTEE 
SOCIETY. 


Chancery, Probate (Administration), 
Lunacy, Bankruptcy (Trustees, &c.), 
Bonds issued at favourable Rates. 


| Office: 19, Birchin Lane, LONDON. 





EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 

INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 

ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 

LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Oapitalised, 


C. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstasLtiseed 1828), 


Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard te 
80, COLEMAN STREET, E.C, 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 








rnin a Tat by geeraasa 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 
Number of patients weekly, 800. 
Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 








—All kinds of Law, Commercial, and other 
* Mostly LATEST EDITIONS. State em, 
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